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Official Transcript of the International Military 
Tribunal in the matter of the United States of 
America, the Franch Nepublic, the United Kingdon 
of Great Britain and Northen Ireland, and the 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics against Hermann 
Wilhelm Goering, et al, Defendants, sitting at 
Nurnberg, Germany on 13 May 1946, 1000 to 1300, 
Lord Justice Lawrence, Presiding, 

Dike KRANZBUEHLER: With the permission of the Tribunal I would like to 
submit my remaining documents, and then as my first witness I shall use Admiral 
Wagner e 

The next docwaent I come to is Doenits 37. It is an extract from the do- 
cwients of German Politics about the Altmark case. I do not propose to read it. 
It is from the reports of the Captain of the Altmark, He has reported that the 

the Altmark were shot when they were escaping into the water, partly 
There were 

Itvcan bo found, lir, President on page 78, It is volume No. 2 on page 99. 
It is shown that this enti action did not find full recognition in 
the bloody incidents whi no doubt wore rogrette:! by the Admirality, 

The next docunont is Doonitz 39. “t has partly been read by Sir David 
Maxwell Fyfe during cross examination and can be found on page 81 and the folla 
ing pages, 

It deais with the question of reprisals following a report received regar 
ing the shooting of the survivors of a Gorman ship, Uln. 

On page 83 thers i sur. arding the incidents which had boon re- 
ported to the Yerman Naval Corra } it time, and which contained examples 
delaing with cases where survivors wero shot at by Allied Forces, I an not so 
much interested in those twelvo actual examples but enbirely in the attitude 
adopted by the Naval Connand Staff, and the example were, of course, submitted 
to Gernan Naval Cormand and Staff, 

I would like to read the third sontence fron it, which can bo found on 
page 83, at the top. 

"Tho following accounts deal with incidents which, as directed, have 
already been reported, and in making use of them it must also be considered, that 


a) Some of these incidents occured before the battle had been closed; 


b) Shipwrecked persons swinming about in tho water easily mistake shots 
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which missed their real target, as directed against then, 

c) so far no evidence has been found whatsoover that a written or oral 
order for the shooting of ship wrecked persons has been issued," 

The idea of reprisals did not only occur to tho Command, but it also occur 
to the personnel Serving on the ships at tho front, 

Now we come to Docunent Doenitz 1, which is on page 87, and it deals with 
a conversation Lt. Commander Witt had with Admiral Doonitz. The actual conversat 
took place in June of 1943, and it is doalt with an affidavit mado by Lt Command 
_ Witt. after discussing the story of an attack nade by British Fliers on EE EEA 
Gorman submarines the thought was then expressed, that as reprisals tho order dio 
be issuc:! to shoot on survivors of eneny ships as well, 

The affidavit also orders in its third paracraph : 

"The Commander declined the idea sharply -f attacking the ononmy after has 
ving nado him defenseless in combat, they wore inesnpatible with our way of war- 
fare," 

I shall then refer to the Prosceution Docunent, GB-205, .nd shall submit a 
document of my own connected with it, which deals with the question of terror ate 
tacks, It is an oxtract from Doewiont Gbe19 of the Prosecution, and it can be 
found on pase 91, 

It deals with the question of whothor in the case of scuttline of Gorman 
Ships, there should be the luty of rescuing the crews, 

Tho French press desires to turn dom such an idea pertaining to an emer- 

Situation which is involved, anc the sane document contains 2 report accor- 
iing to which British warships have had certain instructions to pornit further 
scuttlin: of Gernan ships. 

- now shall try to prove that the principle accorlin: to which no Command: 

nif he ondangors a vrluable ship, is justifioc. 
I refer to Doonitg Document 90, which is in the kth volun: 
of tho Document Book, It is an affidavit of Vice Acniral, retired, Rogge; and he 


roports that in Novonber 191 =-=- 
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THE PRESIDENT: What page? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Page 258. I: is in the fourth volume of the doéument 
books. 

He is reporting that in November 1941 in his auxiliary cruiser he was sunk 
at a ereat distance by a British cruiser and that the survivors had taken to the 
boats. This was towed away by a German submarine to a German supply ship and 
this supply ship too, a few days later, was sunk at a long distance by a Britis) 
cruiser. Once again the survivors took to the boats and to the floats. Tha 
affidavit closes with the words; 

"at both sinkings no attempt was made, possibly due to danger involved 
for British cruiser, to save even individual erew members," 

The principle that avaluable ship must not even be risked to save its own 
personnel is expressed in the classiegal, clear conception in the British 
Admiralty Order, which I have already submitted a s document 67 and the extract 
is printed on page 96. There it says: 

"No British ocean—going merchant ship should aid a ship attacked by 
U-boats." 

THE PRESIDENT: Weere are you reading now? 

TR. KRANZBUEHLER: Iccument Bo:k volume 2, page 96, 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. 

TR. KRANZBUBHLER: No British «cean-going merchant ship should aid a ship 
attacked by U-boats. Small coastal ships, fishing steamers and other small 
ships with little draught should give all pessibdle aid." 

The next document I am submitting is Doenitz 44, which is on page 97. It 
is a questionnaire for Vice-Admiral Kreisch, who based on a decision by the 
Tribunal was interrogated as a British prisoner of war. From January 1942 to 
January 1944 he was the chief, the cfficer in charge of submarines in Italy, 
which means that he was responsible for the submarine warfare in the 
Mediterranean. 

According to his statements he knows of nc order or no suggestions 
regarding tho killing of survivors and the way he instructed his commanders wa 
by saying that rescuing measures mucs not endanger the safety of their own shi 


I shall now come to the questi n whether Admiral Denitz was a member of 


Reich Government and in that ecnnection I shculd like to ask the Tribunal to t 


judicial notice of the German Armei. Forces Law cf 1939 which can be found on 
9471 
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page 105 of v-lume 2 of my Aoéument ooks. Paragraph three will show that ther 
was only one minister for the German ArmedForces and that was the Reich 
Minister for War. 

On the following page in paragraph 37 it is shown that this one minister 
had the right to issue legislative «rders. 

On page 107 I have one more printed decree which has been submitted to thr 
Tribunal as 1915-PS and in which decree, dated the 4th of February, 1938, the 
post of the Reich Minister for War is abclished and the tasks of his ministry 
are transferred to the supremecomman*or of the OKW, the head of the OKW. No 
new ministry for the army or the nev is being established. 

The Prosecution have described amiral D-enitz as a fanatical follower cf 
the Nazi Party. The first coéument to prove this Statement, which is dated th 
17th of December, 1943, is GB 185. Considering the tine factor I shall refrai 
from reading « tew sentences from it which will show that anything that Admire 
Doenitr mayhave said ab ut political questions was said from the point cf wick 
of tha unity and strength of his e idiers. May I ask the Tribun to taxe 
Judicial notice of this document, which is on page 193 and 104? 


THE PRESTAANT: Volume 27 


DE.. KNANCRUPALER s Volume 2, yo, Sir, page 103 and 104. On page 104 whi 
deals wiih the handing over of Navy shipyards to the Ministryof Rearmament, 
a matier which was arranged in the quium cf 1943. It is an important 
question, impontaat for the respon-ibility regarding the use of labor in the 
shipyarcs, wousunine which has bean ucuched Upon repeatedly in this Court rocr 


Tris tendency towards unity become: clear from yet ancther document of the 


Prosecution, from waiich I propose + read one sentenze, It is GB 186. In the 


British trig! biief it is on page 7. I shell only read the second and third 
sentences, 


’ F 


‘BS OF 


ficers wo have the duty be guardians of the unity of our people, 
Evory disunity would also affect c.r troops." The f-llc«wing sentence deals . 
with the sams thought at leneth. 

TIS PRESIDENT: british trial brief page 7? Mine has cnly five pages. 
You msan the document book? 

MR. BRANZEUEHLER ft is the British document beok, net the trial brief 
the document dock, second and thir. sentences on page 7, Mr. President. 

The tact that Admire? Menite was v-t 5 fanatical Sollower of the Party 
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but that on the contrary he fought against a political influence exercised upon 
“the armed forces by the Party is show: in my following dccument, which is 


‘document number 91. It is cn page 260 of the document book number four, It is 
en affidavit from thechief of the legal department in the Command Staff of the 


Navy, Dr. Joachim Rudolphi» The S¢viet Prosecution have already used this 
document during their cross-oxaninati>n,. 


I should like to very briefly summarize the contents, which show that in the 
summer cf 1943 Reichsleiter Bormann maĉo an attempt through the ReichMinister of 
Justice to deprive the armed forces crrts of their jurisdiction in certain 
matters. They were to be transferred to the peoples! court and special courts. 
The attempt, however, failed. It failed due to & report which Admiral D-enitz 
made verbally to thd Fuehter on this subject and during which he contradicted 
the opinion and intentions of the Party deo henkiy, After the attempt of the 20t) 
of July Bormann renewed his attempt. Again Admiral Dcenitz intervened but this 
time without success. A decree was issued on the 20th of September, 1944 which 
deprived the armed forses courts of their jurisdiction regarding so-called 
political perpetrations. This decree was signed by Adolf Hitler ana by special 


request cf the supreme commander of the Navy was not applied to the Navy, as suc) 
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I shall read the last, but oni, paragraph of the affidavit, which ways: 
"This attituce of the Ce in Ce of the Navy made it possible for the Navy as 
the only branch of the Armed Forces until the end of the war not to have to 
transfer to the People's Court or to a Special Court any criminal procedures 
political coloring." 

On page 113 in Volume 2 of my document bock I have printed an extract fre 
GB 211, a document of the prosecution, and this is an application of the 
Comander in Chief of the Navy, addrossed to the Puchrer, askinre for supplies 
for the construction of new merchant shipse During the examination, 
interrogation and cross examination of Admiral Doenitz this document 
ready been referred toe I should merely like to point out that this 
memorandum containing more than twe:.ty pares and the prosecution had taken up 
two points .conatined thereine 

The original of the document is dealt with in document 46, which is on 
page 117 and the following pazese This is an affidavit from tho officer who he 
Crafted this memorandum, I can sumuarize the contents. The momorancum is 
concerne’ with measures which didn?t actually come within the sphere of the 
CIC. of the Navy. It arose on the basis of a discussion which took place 
between all persons interested in the construction and repair of war anc mer- 
chant Navy vessels. All these measures are seine summarized in this memorandu 
The point ovjected to in particular by the prosecution is a sugcestion rerarde 
ing certain measures in shipyards whore saotare had occurred, which appears c 
pare 119 anl is dealt with in detail. I should like to point out particularly 
thot at that time seven out of eight ships under construction were destroyed 
by sabotare. dhen reprisal measures were considered, not terror measures were 
thought of but the deprivation of ccortain advantares and, if neoessary, Con- 
centration of workers in camps adjoining the shipyards, so as to cut them off 
from any sabotare arentse 

Followine the document GB=209 of tho prosecution, which deals with the 
renunciation of the Geneva Convention, I submit Doenitz Noe 48, which is on 


pare 122 and the following pagese It will show the excellent treatment afforc 
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Allied prisoners of war in the only prisoner of war camp which was uncer the 
jurisdiction of Acmiral Doenitz as the Supreme Commander of the Navye To 
begin with; the document contains an affidavit from two officers who ceanalt 
with prisoner of war affairs in the Supreme Command of the Navy, and which 
state that a11 the susrestions of tc International Red Cross regarding these 
camps were always followece 

The next extract is the report from the last Commandant of that camp, 
Captain Rogre, and I should like to read the second paragraph from that report, 
"In the camp Westertinke there werc ‘:sused at my time avout 5500 æ 7000, at 
the end 8000 prisoners of war and internees of different nations, mainly 
members of the British Navy. The camp had a rood reputation as was renerally 
known, it was the best in Germanye This was expressly stated at a congress 
of British and other prisoners of war physicians of all German comps, which 
took place in Schwanenwerder near Ecrlin at the Villa Goel>els in December 
1944. This statement was confirmed by the British Chief Camp-+Physician in 
ilestertinke, Major Dr. Harvey, British oyal Army, whom I am naming as a 
witness." I shall also read the last pararraph on pare 126: "As I was Deputy; 
Commander I stayed at the camp up tc the capitulation and save up the camp in 
the regular woy to British troops, which were very satisfied with the transfer 
SquacroneLender A. Je Evans gave mo a letter confirming the latter. I enclose 
a photostat of this lettore" This -chotostat copy eppears on the following 

ge and it says: "“Korvettenkapitan We Rorre was for ten months Chief Larer 

Officer at the Marling Camp at West .sinke. Without exception all the prisoner 
of war in that camp have reported irat he treated them with fairness and cone 
siteration." Then follows an afficavit from the Intellicence Officer in that 
campte I should like to point out that this officer was born in February of 
1865 and that his are alone would, I think, excluce the use of any terror 
MONSUrCS e 

I shall read from pare 129, tho third and last paracraph: "No pressure 
of any type was applied, If a man was lying then he was sent wack to his 
bunk?? and he wasn't hired again unsi} two or three days latere I think I 


can say that during the entire time nobody was hit in that camp." 
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I should now like to briefly refer to the accusation raised arainst the 
defendant according to which he is "a fanatical Nazi", supposed to have pros 
longed an unnecessary waye I submit for this purpose Document Noe 50, which 
contains statements mace by Admiral Darlan, Mr. Chanberlain and Mr. Churchill 
in 1940. They will be found on pare 132 and 133 of the document dook an? they 
will show that the aforementioned persons did also consider it richt thot in 
a critical situation a nation should be called upon to rendor the utmos 
resistance, partly, incidentally, with success anc partly without. During 
his examination Admiral Doenitz has quoted as the reason for his viows that 
he wanted to save German Nationals in the Enste As evicence I draw your 
attention to Yocument GB-212, which can be found on pare 73 of the British 
document booke It is a decree of the llth of pril, 1945, and I shall read 
two sentences under Figure l1: "Capitulation means for certain the occupation 
of the whole of Germany by the Allies alone the lines of the partition dis- 
cussed by them at Yaltne It means, therefore,mlso tho cession to Russia of 
further considerable parts of Germany west of the River Olore Or does anyone 
think that at that staze tho Anglo-Saxons. will not keep to their agreements 
and will oppose a further advance of the Russian horces into 
armed forces at the beginning of war with Russia for >ur sake? In this 


respect, therefore, the iden is wrong. Let the /inele-Sexcns in the country; 


then at least the Russians will not come." 
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I shall also quote from the document, GB-188, which re on page 11l of the 
document Book of the Prosecution. Jt is an order to the German jrmed Forces, 
dated the lst of May, 1945. I shall. quote the second paragraph: 

"The Fuehrer has designated me to be hisssuccessor as Head of 
Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces, I am taking over the Supreme Command of 
all branches of the German irmed Forces with the will to carry on the struggle 

against the Bolshevists until the fighting forces and hundreds of thousands of 
families of the German eastern areas have been saved from Slavery and destructio: 

This, Mr. President, is the end of my documentary evidence 

Two interrogatories are stil] outstanding. One is thet 
and the other of Captain Burren, Furthermore =-= and this is something I particu- 
larly regret -- the interrogetory from the American Chi 
still not yet been received, I will submit these documents as 
reccived them, 

and now, with the permission of tho Tribunal, I should like to enll my 

Admiral Wagner, 

MR. DOD ur. President, while the witness is being brought in, I would 
like to raise one matter with ths Tribunal. On Saturday I understand the 
of when the witness Hewel would be called was raised before the Tribunal. 
as I understand it from the record, it was left for 
as to whether he should be enlied before the Reece 
case, 

I should like to sa y that we have some reasons for a king that he be called 
before the Raeder case, end there ore two: First of s ne is here in the 
prison under a kind of confinement different from that under which he has been 
held by the French in French territory; and secondly, the officer, Lieutenant 
Weltzer, who has been assisting in the funk ense is very anxious -- for compell- 
ing personal reasons -= to return tò the United States and of course he will not 
be able to do so until we have concludes 7 funk case. ind, kr, President, it 
will not take very long in my judgment to hear -this witness, Ho is only here for 
eross-cxamination on his affidavit and we would appreciate it if he could come 
on at the conclusion of the Doenitz case, 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, Mir. Dodd, he can be brought on for cross-examina- 
tion after the Doenitz case, 


- =æ =- — = 
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(The witness, Gerhard Yagner, came to the witness-stand, ) 

BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q Will you state your full name please? 

A Gerhard Wagner, 

Q Will you repeat this oath after me: I swear by God, the Almighty and 
Omniscient, that I will speak the pure truth, and will withold and add nothing, 

(The witness repeated the oath, ) 

You may sit down, 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Admiral, when did you join the German Navy? 

å On the 4th of July, 1916, 

Q Which positions did you hold in the Supreme Command of tho Navy, and 
at what time? 

à From summer, 1933, until the summer of 1935 I was dealing with work in 
the operations department of the Supreme Comma nd, I was Licutenant Captain and 
then a Captain, 

In 1937, from January until September I had the same position, Fron april, 
1939, until June 1941, I was’ the head of the opePations group and I was also the 
head of Department 1, and operational department of the Navel Command staff, 

From June, 1941 =- 

THE PRESIDENT: Not quite so fast, 

à (Continuing) From June, 1941, until June 1944, I was the chief of the 
operations department of the Naval Command Staff. From June, 1944, until May, 
1945, I was /.dmiral for special tasks attached to the Supreme Commander of the 
Navy. 

Q In practice, therefore, during the entire war you were a member of the 
Naval Command Staff? 

“a Yes, sir, 

hich were the general tasks of the Naval Command Staff =- 
Tasks of the Command Staff both at sea as well 2s regarding the defense 


coast, and also protection of our own merchant ships, 
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BY THE PRESIDENT 

Qe One moment. Will you make a slirht pause after the question has been 
asked, between the question and the answor? 

A. Very well. 

Tho tasks of the Naval Command Staff were all those tasks cof attendinre to 
natal warfare, both at sea and the defense of the co asts, anc also the protec- 
tion of our own merchant shipping. As far as territorial tasks were concerne 
the Naval Command Staff did not have any such tasks at home, nor in occupied 
territories. 

Qe Was the Naval Command Staff part of the OK? -- please, will vou make 
a pause between my question aml your answer? 

ii. The Naval Command Steff was part of the Supreme Command af the Navy. 

*%. ‘what were the co ons between the Supreme Command of the Armed 

orces and the Naval Command Staff? 

Ae The OKT passed Hitler's orders 
Forces, his orders and his instructions rerardinr 
to the Supreme Command of the Navys and 
they wore usually dealt with in accordance v the sursestions 
Command Staff. General 
out previous consultatio 

Qe In which manner were the preparations of the Supreme Command of the 
for the war carried out? f 


A. Generally speaking, they were zeneral proparations, tactical traininc, 


strategie considerations for the event of a possible con 

Qe Did the Naval Command Staff during your time receive an order to 
prepare for a certain type and possibility of war? 

A. The first instance was the order for Fall Weiss ==- "Casco White" 
the war arainst Polani. Before that, only measures of saferunrdine were riven 
us as tasks, 

Q 


. ihm any plans prepared for the naval war arainst Entlang? 


eo 


i. i plan for the nst England did not exist at all before the 


beginnine, the out>renk of the war. uch a war appeared to us to be outside 


yes 
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any possibilities to be considerede Considering the superiority of the British 
fleet, which can't even be expressed in firures, and e»nsiderine the dominction 
of the stratery of the seas by England, such a war appeared to us to he 
absolutely hopeless. The only means by which Britian, consicering her reneral 
tror y, could have been damage’, was by submarine warfarés; but even the 


. 


submarine weapon as such was by no means beinc riven preferontial treatment or 


accelcrated treatments It was merely dealt with consiceorin: tho rencral 
picture of our fleet. 

At the »erinnine of the war all we had were forty submarines ready to ro 
to soa, of which -- ns far as I can remomber =- only fifty percent could have 
been used in the Atlantic. That is in comparison with the farereachine nava 
means at the disposal of Great Britain, practically acthine at all. As 
comparison I should like to cite the fact that seth the British and the French 
Navy, different at the same time, have more than 100 submarines each. 

Q Captain Doenitz =-= 


submarines have anythin? to dco wi the annine of the 


oenitz at that time was a subordinate comnancer, a suborcinate 
front commander, uncer the command of the Chief of the Fleet, and he had the 
task of developing the youns submarine commanders, train them and lead them in 
practice based on his experience of warfare. 
Qe Did he in turn have any surrestions to mike rerardine the 
war? 
these preparaticns an this planninr, in partic. 


1 o 4 


were exclusively the task of the Supreme Corman of the Navy. 


Did Doenitz .at a Or i ions for prepar- 


Did he have any orders to carryout his orders =- 
I am afraid I didn't understand the lest part of your question. 
Qe Did Admiral Doenitz hear of the military intentions of the Navy Command 
Staff at an earlier time that it wns necessary for the carrying out of the orders 


which he had been riven? 
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å Wo, he received his information by means of the crders which he was 
given by the Naval Command Steff. 

Q Admiral Wagner, do you know : f the london agreoment of 1936, regarding 
submarine warfare? Did the Naval Command Staff draw any conclusions from the 
record of that agreement for their preparation for a war, in particular, a 


merchant navy war? 


were 
A Yes. The crders still existing from the last war/reconsidered and they 


were coordinated with the protocol of London, For that purpose a committee was 
formed in which sat representatives from the Supreme Command cf the Navy, the 
Foreign Office, the Reich Ministry of Justice, and scientific experts, 

Q This new prize regulation, wes it made known to the commandant some time 
before the war or was it communicated to then just when it was published just 
before the war? 

A These new prize regulations were published in '38 as an internal order 
for the navy and it was available for the purpose of training officers. During 
the @tumn Maneuvers of the fleet in 1938 a number cf exercises were arranged for 
the purpose of instructing the officer corps in this new regulation and make 
them acquainted with it. I, myself, at that time —- 


THE PRESIDENT: Where are tre new prize regulations you are referring 


DR. KRANZBUBHLER: We are talking ab ut the regulations published on 
the 26th of August, 1939, and which are contained in my document book. They are 
on page 137, in the third volume of r document book. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, 

DR. KRANZBUBHLER: I beg y vr pardons the date is not the 26th, but 
the 28th of august, Mr. President. 


THE PRESIDENT: The witness has said that the exercises were carried 


DR. KRANZBUBHLER: Yes. May I continove? 
THE PRESIDENT:  Yos. 
BY DR. KRANZBUBHLER: 
Q We were talking about 1938. Which ecncepticns Aid the Naval Command 
Staff nave after the beginning cf the war, regarding the development cf the naval 
war, the war at sea against Britain? 


& The Naval Command Staff th ugut that Great Britain would probably start 
981 
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where, at the end cf the first World War,she had stopped. That meant that there 
would be a blockade against Germany, a contr:1 of neutral countries as far as 
their merchandise was concerned, introcuction cf a system of control, the arming 
of merchant navy vessels, and the disintegraticn of certain concentraticn 
territories. 

Q I amncw going to have the battle order of the Bra of September, 1939, 
Shown to you. It is Doenitz decument Io. 55. It can be found on page 139, in 
volume 3 cf the document book. You wili see from that that, to begin with, 
submarines, like other arms, had orders to adhere to this prize crdinance. And 
then, at tho end of it, you will find an order which I propose to read to you. 
This is cn page 140, a prepared order for the war against armed merchant ships 
of the enemy. 

"First, troop and merchant navy vessels cf the enemy are armede Resistance 
must be expected. Submarines and merchant ships shall only be stopped if own 


vessels can't be endangered. Clearly recognizable whips can be let pass. If 


necessary, use cf guns by merchant ships when stopping them," 


I should like to ask you whethar this order was a long prepared one or 


whether it was improvised at the last moment? 

& At the beginning cf the war we were forced to improvise all crders which 
we were issuing because there wasn't tine to prepare them thoroughly. 

Q Did this order become operative at all? 

A Wo. 

Q Why not? 

A After consultation with the Foreign Office, we had decided that we wuld 
strictly adhere to the london agreement until we had clear-cut evidence of the 
British merchant navy being used for military purposes. We recognized the power 
of the enemy propaganda from the last wer and we did nct uncer any circumstances 
want to give them cause once mre to S7 -ak about us in the worse possible way. 

Q When, at what stage, did the military use of enemy merchant ships become 
clear to the Naval Command Staff? 

A The fact that enemy merchant navy vessels were armed became clear after ea 
few weeks of the war. We had a large number of reports abut artillery fights 
which had occurred between U-boats and enemy merchant navy ships which werearmed. 
At least one or probably several boats were lost by us. One British steamer was, 
arcund about that tiie, praised public ly by the British Admiralty for its 


successes in combating submarines. 
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Q The Tribunal already has knowledge of the order of the 4th of October, 
“allowing attacks against all armed merchant navy ships of the enemy, and also the 
order of October the 17th, allowing attacks on all enemy merchant navy ships with 
certain exceptions. Were these orders the result of experiences made by the Naval 
Command Staff regarding enemy merchant nevy ships? 

A Yes, exclusively. 

Q These orcers are containing certain exceptions regarding passenger ships. 
They weren't even to be attacked when they were members of an enemy convoys. To 
what are these exceptions due? 

A They were due to an order from the Fuehrer, at the beginning of the war 
he had stated that Germany did not have any intention of Waging war against women 
and children. He wished, for that reason, that during the war at sea, too, any 
incidents should be avoided during which women anà chiléren might lose their lives, 
Consequently, even the stopping of any passenger ships was prohibitec. The 
military necessities of naval warfare malo it very difficult to adhere to this 
order, particularly, where passenger ships were travelling in enemy convoys. 

Later on, and step by step, this order was reduced and, when there was no longer 
any peaceful passenger traffic at all, after we knew that enemy passenger shins 
were particularly privileged; that is to say, Particularly strongly armed, end 
where passenger ships, as long as they were still travelling, were mre and more 


used as auxiliary cruisers and troop transport ships. 


Q The orders of the German Navel Ui mmand regarding the fights 
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against armed enemy ships, were they made known to the British Admiralty? 


4. The announcement of war moasures of that type was not know on either 


sice durine the war and it didntt take Place for that reason. But, in Octoher, 
the Germn press left no doubt whatsoover that every armed enemy merchant 
ship would be sunk by uge Later on it was equally well known thet the entire 
chemy merchant navy was regarded by us as being uncer military direction anl 

. military usée 

These statements by our press must no doubt have been know to the 
British ‘Admiralty and the neutral covernments. Apart from that, and I think 
this was in Octcber, Acmiral Raeder ~ave an interview to the press vhich had 
a similar train. 

Qe. A memorandum wes created i o middle < ohe & memorančum of 
the Noval Comman Staff, dealing with the nossil 8 to intensify the war 
arainst merchant shippinye I am poins to have this memorancum shown to youe 
Its number is GB=-224.. Pleas fto ockine at this memorandum, will you tell 
me what its purposes were and what the menoran un con 

Mr. President, some extracts can Le fowr 


the document book. 


hunrer 


1 


the firl ~ me but arainst oll nonefichtine members, inclucins women, 
children, an’ ared people in Germanys It meant that Britain would block all 
food rations and all luxury coods and clothinr, st as 211 row mtcrials wuld 
be declared to be contraband; ond there a strict control of shipping would b 
introcuced which would cut the neutral countries off from Germany, in practice 
at least, as far as it would have to to throurh waters controlled by Great 
Britain. Apart from that, Enrland exercised a rrowinr political pressure upon 
the European neich>ors of Germany, trying to have them stop any exchanre of 


3 


merchanĉise with Germanye That intention of the total hunrer blockade had reon 
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expressed hy the chief of the British Government, Prime Minister Chamberlain, 


‘urine the speech before tha House of Commons at the end of September. This 
was emphatically confirmed by hir F: described Germany as a belearuered 
forts and he added that it wasn't customary that »belearuered forts should have 

of freedome That expressic:. of the belearuered fort was taken up hy 
the French presse 

furthermore, Prime Minister Chamberlain stated at the berinnine of 

October =e accordinr to this memorandum it was on the 12th of October =-=- that 
in this war Britain would utilize her entire strenrth for the Cestruction of 
Germany. From this we drow the conclusion, also after the expe 
the last World “ar, that Enclond woul? soon hit German exports uncer some 


pretext or other. 
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With this impression in mind, and considering the total hunger blockade, 
something which had no doubt been prepared for a long time during perce, we now 


had to try and catch up. Je, of course, had not prepared the war sgainst Great 

ye investigated the situation both from the legal and military point of vic 
and we examined the possibilities at our disposal by which we might cut off 
Britain's supplies, That was the aim and purpose of that memorandum, 

Q You are saying, therefore, that this memorandum contains considerations 
regording means for countering the British measures with corresponding German 
measures, doesn't it? 

A4 Yos, that was definitely the purpose of that memorandum, 

Q Studying that memorandum you will find sentence, C-l is the paragraph, 
according to which the Naval Command Staff would remain within the limits of 
International Law as laid down in Geneva, but that measures would even have to 
be introduced to which the existing International Law could be applied, 

Did this mean that International Law was to be disregarded by the Naval 
Command Steff, or what is its meaning? 

A&A That question was studied very carefully in the Naval Command staff ana 
discussed at great length at thet time, I should like to point out that on page 
2 of the memorandum, in the first paragraph, the thought is being expressed 
that the orders regarding decent warfare must be applicd to all measures of the 
war at sca. That would prevent any outrages right from the beginning, ve did 
think, however, that the modern technicrl developments would create gonditions 
for naval warfare which would curtainly necessitate further development of the 
laws of naval warfare. 

Q Which technical developments ao you mean? 

a In the first place, I am thinking of two points; 

First, the unususl and unique use of the airplane èt sca, creating new 
conditions; 

Second, the introduction of clectricnl equipmurit which made it possible, 
even at the beginning of the wr, that an opponent who could not be seen could 
be founda and fought against. 

O It says in this memorandum that decisive measures must be introduced 


even though they do creste new laws 2t sea, Did any such measures reably arise? 
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å No --at any rate, not at once, In the meantime, I think on the 4th of 
November, the United States of North America declared the so-called American 
@ zone, and the specific reason given for it was that in that zone actual 
battles, actual belligerent actions, would make the sea dangerous for American 
shipping. By this announcement some of the considerations of that memorandum 
were put out of date, and in practice we remained within the limits of such 
measures as had been employed by both parties during the First “orld War, 


Q By these meesurcs do you mean the warning against travelling into certai 


Yes. 
Q In some of the documents used bythe Prosecution, numbers GB-194 and 22¢ 
submarines were permitted to attack without warning in certain territories at 
sea, The date is beginning with January 1940. The attack was to be carried out, 


if possible, on 
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sight, and if possible the ficticicus story shculd be kept up that there were 


13 May-M-PJa-6-1 a 


mines, 

Will you please tell the Tribunal which sea lanes were concerned in this, 
were affected by it? I shall have a map handed to you for that purpose. I am 
submitting it tc the Tribunal as Exhibit D-enitz 93. 

Please, will y:u explain what can be seen on that map. 

4 In the middle of the map you will find the British Isles. The large 
sea which is visible on the edge shows the mentioned battle zone, the battles 
zone I have mentioned, declared by the United States. The shaded parts of the 
Sea near the British coast ere these parts which were crdered to be German 
submarine operational zones, In accordance with the time when they were intro~ 
duced, they were given letters from A to P 

Q Can you təll us up to which depth these German operational zones went? 

4& I think perhaps as far as the 200 meter, 600 fort line, 

Q Does this depth allow favorable use cf mines? 


å Yes, down to 200 meters the use of mines is certainly possible without 
any difficulty. 


Q In these cperati-nel zones, certain dates have been entered. Will you 
please explain how it happened that on those dates particularly, and in that 
Sequence, these territories were Made cperaticnel zones? 

A <All thse parts wore declare to be operational zones in which there was 
a bunching up of enemy traffic and where there was a ccncentration of the enemy 
defense, and -f ccurse, in consideration of the forces which we were using against 
it. In other words, wherever there were central points of fighting. 

To begin with, they were the zones at the northern and southern ond of the 
British mined zones, those which had beon declared to be on the British East 
Coast, and apart from that, the Channels. You Can see, therefore, Zone A is the 
territory of Scotland, There is the date January 6, the same — no, I beg your 


Pardon. In the Bristol Channel there is the date January 12, and evontually, 


at the southern end of this forbidden gone, there is the Gate of January 24. 


Later on, considering the actual development of the fight, further territories 
around the British Isles anda off the French Coast were declared to be similar. 
Q Up to what date did this development continue? 


A The last gone was declared on the 28th of May, 1940, 
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A Yes, an official note had informed neutral countries that the entire 
USA fighting zone had to be considered as being dangerous, and that in the 
North Sea, both east and south of the German mines territory which extended 
to nrth of Holland, they should remain in that particular zone. 

Q What difference does the situation described in this map.in 
comparison to the German declaration of a blockade of the 17th of August 1940, 
signify? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER ; That is, Mre President, the declaration I have 
submitted as Doenitz 104, which can be found on page 214 in Volume 4 of the 


dccument booke 


BY IR, KRANZBUBHLER: 


Q What difference was there between the situation created by that map 


and the ĉeclaraticn of August? 


A as far as the limits of the danger zone are concerned, there was no 
aifference in practice. This fact had been stated by Prime Minister Churchill 
in the House of Commons at the time, However, the difference which dic exist 
was that up to that actual tine, we confined curselves to the area I have 
just described, near the British Coast, whereas now we were naming the entire 
battle zone as being operational, acnes. 

The declaraticn regarding a blockade was based on the fact that in the 
meantime France had been eliminated from the war, and that Britain now was the 

focussing point of all belligerent action. 

Q Did the German blockade gone in its entirety correspond with the USA 
battle zone? 

à It was nearly exactly the same as the USA battle gone. There were 
merely a few insignificant corrections. 

DRe KRANZBUEHLER: Mr, President, I am submitting another map, Doenitz 
Noe 92, 

THE PRESIDENT: I think perhaps that would be a go-d time to breək off 
then, 


(A recess was taken.) 





pue i 


DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Now, Mr. President, as Doenitz No. 94, 
I wish to submit a chart of the Geman blockade, dated the 17th 
of August. 

BY DR. KRANZBU GILER : 

Q Admiral Wagner, just to repeat once more, what were 
the limitations of the German blockade region and the first 
U.S. fighting zone? 

THE PRESIDENT: I thought you had alrmdy told us that. 
You told us that the blockade zone was the same as the American 
zonc, didn't you? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Yes, Mre President, I believed that we 
hod not been understood quite correctly before the recess. 

BY DR. KRA NZBUEHLER:; 

Q What was the naval practice on the side of your 
opponents as far as this region was concerned? Was there any 
practice that they followed? 

A Yes, the practice on the part of the opponent was 
identical with ours. In the regions controlled by us in ths 
Baltic, in the Eastern, North Sea, and the Skagerrak and later 
on in the Norwegian and French waters, the opponents used even 
possible means and used them without warning, without having 
notificd us in advance just which mens of combat our ships wei 
to be sunk by -~ U-boat, surface vessel, aircraft or whatever 
it might have been; and in these regions, the same thing 
applied to neutrals and especially in the later years. 

Q Now, I would like to confront you witha statement bj 
the First Lord of the British Admiralty. You will find this 

volume 4. This statement it 
dated the 8th of May 1940, and I have ascertained, Mr. 
President, that regrettably it was put down wrongly in the 
British book; therefore, I would like to quote from the origi. 
"In order to make this work as effective as possible, the usua: 


restrictions whic: we have imposed on the actions of submarine 
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werc relaxed. AS I told the House, all German ships by day 
znd all ships by night were to be sunk as opportunity served." 
I should like to submit this as Bxhibit Doenitz 102. 

THE PRESIDENT: ‘shat is the difference that you were 
making in the copy we have before us -- “ee. all ships were to 
be sunk by day and German ships by night es." Is that it? 

DR. KRANZBUBHLER: Yes. The last sentence, Mr. President 
should be corrected to rad "ships by day and all ships by 
night were to be sunk,” 

THE PRESIDENT: I see, I said ot wrong -- “and all ships 
by night." Yos, vory well. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Admiral Wagner, what was the significance of this 
statement and this practice so far as the German ships were 
concerned? 

A It means that all German ships by day and by night 
in this area were to be sunk without waming. 

Q And what docs it mean for the neutrals and their 
ships? 

A It means for them that all neutral ships in this 
area by night are to be -- 

THE PRESIDENT: Surely the document speaks for itself. 
Ve don't need to have it interpreted by a witness who isn'ta 
lawyer e 

DR. KRA NZBUEHLER: 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Then, tell me, please, from what period of time 
onward, according to German experiences, did this practice 
obtain in Skagerrak? 

A I can tell you with certainty from the 8th of April 
1940, but I believe I recall that even on the 7th of April, the 
practice was adhered to in accordance to this. 

Q This area at this period of time, that is, the 7th œ 
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it already beendeclared as such? 


first declaration took place on the léth of 


conce 
Sanil have submitted to.you 


D s 3 } TAIN 
British warned off zones and this shall have ' 
ATA 


No. Doenitz 92, 


Please explain this chart briefly to the 


Tribunal and explain its significance. 
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A This chart contains the danger zones as prescribed by England 


applying to European waters on the basis of German materials as receivede 

Of significance the following areas may be characterized: First of 
all, in the German Bay, which on )je9—1939 =-= that is, on the seeond day of the 
war -= was declared as suche Then the danger zone already mentioned briefly, 
the Skacerrake South Norway, which was declared on the 12th of April 1906. 
Then the danger zone in the Baltic, on the 1th of April 190; and adjacent 
to that the other danger zones as declared in the year 190. 

I should like to remark also that in my recollection these danger 
gones were declared as mine danger zones, with the one exception of the area of 
the Channel and of the Bay of Biscay, of the 17-8-1910. This was called a 
general danger zmes 

Q These areas, were they dominated, as a matter of fact, by the 
British sea or air forces, or did German traffic still take place? 

A In these areas there was a very lively German traffic took 
places The Baltic Sea in its entire expanses to the West, about 400 sea 
miles of length, was declared a danger zone, and, in fact, during the entire 
war it was controlled and dominated by use In this area there was an extensive 
traffice The entire ore traffic from Sweden =s 

Q Was this just Germany or also neutral ships? 

À This traffic was in German and Swedish ships, but other neutrals 
as well participated in this traffic, for instance, Finlande A similar 
situation applied in the Skagerrak where, besides the German supply trains, 
foodstuffs for the Norwegian population was transported. Of course during this 
time German and neutral ships were loste 

Q I assume that German and neutral seamen lost their 

A Yese Personnel losses took place as welle 

Q The German merchantmen at this time in which these operational 
zones were declared, were these German merchantmen armed -- that is, at the 
end of 1939 and the beginning of 1940? 

A Until the middle of 1940 German merchantmen were not at all armed. 
From that period of time on a rather slight arming tock place and antieaircraft 
was inaugurated, and especially in regions which were very dangerouSe 


From the beginning certain ships of the Navy were armed, that is, 
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state ships, which dealt wat gic supply of German cruisers and auxiliary 
cruisers in the Atlantic, and were performing their mission there e 

Q Now I shall submit to you the document of the Prosecution, GB-193, 
which is found in the British document book on page 2. This document deals 
with an application by the commander of the U-boats that ships were to be sunk 

without warning in the Channel. Can you tell me just whose reasons we are 
Gealing with, these reasons that are set forth in this document? 

A From the signature found in this document I would say that we are 
concerned with a document of a U-boat expert in the Naval Warfare Staff. 

Q And who was that? 

A Kapitaenleutnant Friesdorf, who was under my jurisdiction, 

Q Are these statements in accord with the actual situation that 
obtained, and were they approved by the Naval Warfare Command, or just how was 
the situation in dealing with them? 

Here we are concerned with the rather romantic ideas of a young 
expert, ideas which were in no way cormensurate with the situatime The situatic 
was as follows: 

At this time, that is, in September of 1939, the second wave of the 
British Expeditionary Corps left England for Frances The transports ran on 


the whole during the night and were blacked oute At this time similtancously 


there existed the order that French ships were neither to be stopped nor to be 


attackede It is entirely clear that at night a blacked-out French ship 
cannot be diffcrentiated from a blackedeout English ship, just as at night a 
merchantman can only with difficulty be differentiated or told apart from a 


war shipe These orders, therefore, meant that practically 
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there could be confusion at night, and that German U-boats 
could not shoot at night, and, thereto o, that the troop 
trensport was entirely unhampered. 

This brought about really grotesque situations, 

Then it was ađoertaincd that a German U-boat ina kut, 
favorable position of attack, confronted with an English 
transport with troops, had let this ship sass, even though 
they had 20,000 troops, since the possibility of confusion 
had been present. 

The SKL gave the commander the right and told hin that 
in this manner no naval war could be carried on, Ifa 
blacked-out ship was to be found in a belligerent area and 
on top of that in an area in which a strong supply and troop 
transport was going on, it would be suspicious and it cmld 
not be expected that the war would be halted at night for 
this reason, Therefore, we were not concerned with the 
question that we declared the sinking at sight of a ship and 
then gave the decleration that we had confused it, but the 
Situation at hand ws that such a blacked-out ship is tobe 
blancd itself if it is confused and, as a result of this 
sonfie ton. is sunk, 

Q In these notes we find that the commander of U-boats, 
when they were sinking a merchant ship without warning, that 
they should make the notation in their log that they had 
considered it a battleship and that an order, a verbal order, 
to this effect was to be given to the commanders of the 
U-boats. Is this not correct, and was this thought carried 
out in actual practice? 

A No, nothing like that ever existed with ua. 

Q Then the commanders of the U-boats had strict and 
clear orders that at night in the Channel blacked~out ships 
may be attacked without warning. 

A Yes. his clear order was issued, but nothing more. 

995 
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Q If the statements of this yang officer are not 
correct, and if no orders were issued accordingly, how is it 
that these things uay be found in the diary of the KL, of 
the Naval Warfare Command? 


A This paper is not a direct part of the war diary of 


the KL, the Naval Warfare Command. The war diary itself 


ecorded the daily heppcniues. This was carried on by a 
and by the commander- 
we are concerned with the writing 
Gown of an expert which was to bea part of a group if files, 
ond they were considered the basis of the war diary. 
Q, That mea: then, that reflections of collaborators 
were taken, anà they were to be sumaarized without this 


actually having bean ap >roved being put into practice. 


Yes. All of these materic were to be used for 


later purposes, 
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Q Did the SKL, the Naval War Command, know the ¥ncident which happened 


after the sinking of the Laconia, and did it approve of the measures taken 


by the commanders of the U-boats? 


A 


A The SKL, thon as always, listened in on the entire wireless messages 
that took place in the Laconia casce It approved of the measures taken by 
the commander, but it was not surprised at all at the commander in chief 
of the U-boatss; and the first aerial attack on the U-boat would have stopped 
the ontire rescue wrk, 
Q Did the SK1 know of the report of the commander in which rescue 
worl: was expereslly prohibited? 
A This order os well was listened in on and was monitored by the 
Commanderesin-chief for the U-jboats, 
Q Was this order interproted bythe SkL as such that it was to be 
an order for the sho oting of shipwrecked people? 
A Nos no one ever had this idoas 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Mr, Presidert, at this point I should like 
O put several questions to the witness which have a bearing on the 


credibility of the Witness, Heisi¢ But I should like to ask in advance 


whether there are any objections to my putting these questions, since my 


a a : $ ; ate acm ae r We 
cocuments referring to the credibility of this witness Heisig were not ruled 


admissible, 
THE PRESIDENT: 


Was the object of the questions which you were offering to 


mn SEE wae J T IAS) ay ; ae 
put to this witness to show that the witness Heisig was not a witness who 


could be believed upon his oath? as that your object? 


DR. KRANZBUEHLER: The general object, Your Honor, is to show how the 


testimony of this witness originated; that is, the testimony which was 


submitted to the Courte 
THE PRESIDENT: What do you mean by "originated"? 


DR KRIN F PT- $ n 4 . 
Die KRN ZBUEHLER: That is to shy, Your Honor, the basis of which influence 


F a , ; 
on the witness this testimony originated, 
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THE PRESIDENT: What is tho exact question you wanted to ask? Youmay 
state it, and we will let the witness wait until we have seon what the 
question ise 


DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 


I should like to ask the witness, What did the witness 


Neisig report to you about the mamer in which his affidavit camo about 
which was submitted to the Hi 


oh 


gh Tribunal by the prosecution? 


THE RESIDENT: The question that you put, as I took it down, was, What 


did the witness Heisig report to you about the way his affida 
Is that the question? 


vit came about. 
DRe KRANZBUEHLER: 


Yes, Your Honor, 
THE PRESIDE 


DENT: What are you purporting to prove by getting 
reports that Hoisig may have made to this witness? 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 


Heisig was under a 


I should like to prove herewith, MrePresident, that 


A 


a 
aan 


cortain influonce, and in this direction that he 
incorrectly that he could help comrade through his testimony. 
THE PRESIDENT: ho appliod for Hoisig's affidavit? 
DR. K2ANZBUEHLER: I did not undorstan 
PRESIDENT; 


d, lir. Prosidonte 
Hoisig has givon an affidavit, has ho not? 
KRA ZBUEHLER: Yos, 
PRESIDENT: That was for tho prosecution, was it? 
KRANZBUBEĘELER: That is ri ghte 
PRES IDENT g 


And havo you asked to cross exam 
KRANZBUEHLER: 


ine him? 
I did a 


cross Oxomination, yes, 


him, and I interrogated him about this in 
X PRESIDENT: You did? 
KRiNZBUEHLER: Yes ’ I did question him; and I put to him the 
contradictions which existed betwoon his testimony here and betwoen his 
affidavits 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: 


My Lord, I have not rend the transcript in this 
point for about ten days, But I 


I did read it then, and my rec 


it was never suggested to the witness 


ollection is that 
pressure, which I 


gather is the sugge 


Neisig that he gave his affidavit undor 
that although we had the 


stion now, Your Lordship will 


affidavit, we called the witne 





remember 
ss ileisig, He said that 
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what was in his affidavit was true; and then he presented his eviđence, 
giving a detailed account of all the relevant matterse So we made it perfectly 
possible for Dr, Kranzbuehler to cross examine him at the timo and to show 
any differonceg, as Dr, Kranzbuchlor just said ho purported to do, betwoen 
the affidavit and his oral evidences 

THE PRESIDENT: Dr. Kranzbuchler has just said, I think, that ho did 
actually cross examine hime 

SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: Ho did cross oxamine him on that point, on 
any difforences that appeared betwoen his affidavit and his oral tostimony. 
But ho was here to bo cross exomimd, ond if it is going to bo suggested that 
the affidavit was obtained by improper moans, that suggestion ought to have 


beon made at the time, ond then it could have been dealt with, 


s 


x 


My Lord, I object to its coming in at this stage, after the witness 
Heisig has been away, and therofore no opportunity has been given to us 
eithor to investigate the matter or to have the evidence here, which could 


have boon done when Heisig gave his evidewo; and we could have teon prepared 


for my contradictory evidence now, 


ly Lord, as a matter of strictness, surely, if I my put it that way, 


there aro two distinct lines, If it was a question of whether Heisig's evidenc 


was admissiblo ormthothor it had boon obtained under pressuro, thon it would 


be quite possible to have this trial within a trial as to whether it was 


admissible or not, 


But if this evidence is, broadly, merely directed to the credibility of 


Heisig's ovidence, thon I respectfully. submit it falls within the same objectio 


I made on Saturday to general evidence directed against the credibility of 


a witnesse 


HE PRP ENT e o ink i i Per 
THE PRESIDENT: I do not think it is suggosted that there was any pressure 


put by the prosecution upon Heisige I do not understand that is what you 


are suggesting, Dre Kranzbuchler, is it? 


DR. KRANZBUBHLER - No, not at all, But the picture as dram was not true, 
SIR DAVID MAXWELL FYFE: I understood Dr, Keanzbushler .... EET 


i 


misunderstood him, so mach the botter =- to say that he wanted to givo this 


evidence as to certain influence, I thought that was the word used, 


PRESIDENT: I think he meant not influence exerted by t 
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but exerted by a mistaken notion in the witness's own mind that ho was 
helping a friend, 
SIR DAVID MAXVELL FYFE: I soe Then, My Lord, that merely goes to 


credibility and it does then fall witkin my goneral objections 


if we are going to have cvidence as directed on crodibility, we can go 


on ad infinitun, 
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THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Kranzbuehler, the Tribunal will allow this question 
to be put in this particular instance, but they make no general rule as to the 
admissibility of such Questions, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Thank you very much Mr. President, 

BY DR, KRANZBUEHLER: 
Q admiral “agner, in Detenber, you were in the prison here together 
with the witness, 
Yes, from the first until the fifth. 
Q And what did Hoisic tell you avout the conceptions upon which his 
affidavit rested‘ 
he told me the following personally: At the interrogation he had 
been told that Oberloutnant Hoffman or K pitaenleutnant Eck had testificd that 
at that time ho had listened to the Speech by Doenitz at trlhaven in the autumn 
of 1942, and that he had considered this as a demand for the killing of survivon 
of shipwrecks Heisig had been told "If you confirn this testinony of Hoffmann, 
then you will save not only Eck and Hoffnann, but two others who would have boon 
Sentenced as well, You will Save thon fron death, and you will provent judicial 
proceeding against the Captain from deins 
Of course, you will charge and accuse Grand acniral Doenitz but the natoris 
gainst Grand Adniral Doenitz is of such tremendous weight that his life has dea) 
played „away anyway," 
Further he told Me, and without Jrompting, that at that tine, at tho occa- 
Sion of the Speech by the Grand admiral, he 
conflict, Ho had been at Iuebeck, and there he * Seen tho terrific consequences 
of an air attack, Ho had lived through this attack and he had seen the consoquene 
CeS=~ well, Perhaps ho had not lived through it, but he had seen the terrific 
consoqucnees. He was for revenge against these total measures, and he considered 
it possible that these hap enings night have been influenced by Doenitz! Speech, 

Q Now we shall turn to a different point. 

THE PRESIORNT: Sir David. 

SIR DAVID MiXWeLL-Fyrr: Yes, iiy Lord, 

THS PRESIDENT: If the prosecution desire to do so, they can, of courso, 
recall Hoisig for tho purpose of investigating this further. 
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SIR DAVID 1 AXVELL*FYFE: If your Lordship pleases, Hoisig is no longer 
hore; that is the difficulty when this is done in this order, However, we can 
consider the matter, My Lord, and wo are grateful to the Tribunal for tho per- 
mission. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is Heisig not in custody? Is that what you nean? 

SIR wVID MaXVELL-FYFE: Yes, ity Lord, he is no longor in custody, 

DR. KiuNZBUEHLER: z studying medicine at Munich, Your Honor, he can 
be very casily roached, 

SIR DAVID MAX\ELL-FYFE: Thank you. 

BY Dik. KiUNZBUEHLER: 

Q Fron what date on were you àdmiral for special missions in the Navy 
and what were your tasks in that capacity? 

A ron tho end of Juno 19), oward, and the purpose of my mission was 
the following: 

After the success of the Anvlo-Saxon invasion in Northen Franco, and jdnira 
Boenitz counted on a much more critical situation in tho ware He believed that 
one day he might be forced to separate hinsclf from the Navy and its comand, anc 
that he might have to be at the Fuchrer headquarters for a longer period of tine 
in order to stay abreast əf tho Cevelopriont of the entire war situation, or that 
there might be a transfor of the Naval Cormand == that is, a change 
because of the continued heavy air attacks, For this purpose the Grand Adrriral 
wanted on alder and experienced naval officer in his inmediate vicinity, an offi- 


cer who was woll versed in the provlon of soa warfar- and who knew 
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about the entire problem of. naval ware 

My mission was, therefore, a sort of liaison connection between the 
Commanderein-Chief of the Navy, of the SKL’ and the other officers and depart- 
ments, commanders-in-chief, for the duration of the separation of the Grand 
Admiral from the Hirh Command, 

Qe Did you accompany the Grand Admiral rerularly on his visits to the 
headquarters? 

e Yes; from the period of time mentioned I was present regularly. 

Qe Now I shall submit to you c list of these visits, which has beon 
submitted by the prosccution as GBe207, This may be found in the document hook 
of the prosecution on pare 56, 

Please look at this list and toll me whether the Cates recorded there 
are correct. 

i. The dates are correct, but, mostly at the enc, the list does not scem 
to be complete. There are some apse Pertaining to the period from tho 10th 
of pril until the 2lst of “pril, 1945 == at that time the Grand Admiral 
participated for the last time at the bricfine sessions in the Fuchrer's heade 
quarterse Beyond that, it seems to me that the list of the people present is 
incomplete, I do not know with gust what view or with just what idea in mind 
this list was compiled. 

Qe Look at the list of people rivene Jas Admiral Doonitz present anc 
he with these people constantly on these dates mentioned, or docs this mean on 
that these persons were at the Fuchror headquarters torether with him? Can 
you still recall these points? 

Ae Yes, If these people participated in the military vricfings, then 
Doenitz at least saw them. Of course, people in hish positions were frequently 
at the Fuehrer headquarters who did not participate in the briefing sessions, 
and these people the Grand Admiral did not see during these visits. 

Qe For what reason did Admiral Doenitz +- 

SIR DAVID MAXVELL-FYF®: My Lord, upon this point, if the witness is 
saying that any one of these minutes is incorrect, I should be very rrateful if 


he would specify it, because we can ret the oririnal German minutes here and 
pô 
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and confirm the affidavite 

Mr Lord, the witness has said that he thinks these are incorrect. They 
are summaries of the minutes, anc if he wants to say that any one is wrons, I 
shall be very glad to set the minutes and compare it. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I believe the witness said only that additional people 
participated in these discussions and that, at the enc, some of the conferences 
are lackinz, However, I do not know just what he has to saye Perhaps the 
prosecution will deal with that matter in cross examination. 

THE PRESIDENT: But Sir David wants him to specify which are the ones, 
if he can. He wanted him to specify, if he coulie 

Di. KRANZBUEHLER: Very well, 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Qe Amiral, can you tell me more exactly, as to any one of these cates, 
whether those present are correctly names, or whether therc were other people 
present, or whether Doenitz was nok present? 

Å. I can only tell you exactly that this list is incorrect beenuse it 
cid not ever oecur that not either Field Marshal Keitel or Colsnel-General 


Jodl were present at the headquartorse For example, on 4/3/45, ncither one 


of those men is mentioned, nor on 6/3 or 8/3. Therefore, I conclude that this 


list cannot be completee In other wpots, however, the name of Jodl is seen; 


for example, on the 18th of March, 1945. 





MM 


_The decisive point scoms to be whether Admiral Doenitz participated 
oid was present in the Fuehrer headcquartors on all of thess dayse Can ycu 
confirm. that point? 

From memory I cannot confirm as to the veracity of each duy ` Wuv £ 
am of the opinion that the list is correct in that connection, for the 
froquoncy of tho visits of the Grand Admiral corresponds with 
sot dowm in this list, and spot checks show me that the dates are correct. 

Q For what reason did the Comaonder in Chief come to the Fuehrer 
hoadquarters? That were his roasons? 

i. The chief roason of the frequent visits, which became even more 
frequent toward the end of the war, was the intentic » keep abreast of tho 
development of the gencral war situation so that he, Doenitz, could carry 
on the leadership of the Navy and the Navy war in accordance with the general 
situation; ond anong that, mostly, or frequently, points were to b 
or to be discussed which the Grand Admiral out of his own authority could not 
decide for hinself but because of their importance ho wanted to report on 
them personally for points which ho wanted to discuss with the repro 
of tho OK.’ and of the General Staff, and wished to discuss them porsonally. 


3 


In cach of those casos was there a personal roport of tho Grand 
admiral to tho Fuchyor? 
The mattor was as 
took placo whon the goneral Naval m rr was discusse This mattor was taken 
caro of thene 
Q Tas the Grand Admiral prosont at tho military briefing sessions when 
at tho headquarters? 
Grand Admiral took part at least 2b tho rasion overy daye 
what is the chief session? 
Every afternoon there was a briefing session which took place every 
dey and lasted several hours. This I omreforring to as the chiof session; 
but beyond this, and rorheps foi months sometimes in just an oxcoptional case 


there was an evening session at whichthe Grand Admiral participated only when 


it was to be expected that certain monsures were to be discussed which applied 


to his Navy ond were especially important for hime nd that is what I monnt, 
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Q Thon you said that most of tho questions which the Admiral had to 
put to the Fuchror, wore taken care of at the min briefinge ‘Jere thero 


personal reports? 


å  Porsonal reports on the part of tho Grand'idmiral to Hitler were 
vory soldome Persohal discussions with the OKW ond the other military 
departments at the headquarters, that was something which took place dailye 

Q Now, I would like to know something more in detail about the 
So=callod Lagebesprechungen, the briocfing sessione The prosecution scems to 
consider this briefing sesion as sort of a fourth Cabinet wt which, for instan 


Ribbentrop would report about forcign policies, Speer about questions of 


oductione Himmler about security questio orrect picture? 


icipated regularly ond who came in just once in 
briefing sossions were generally the 
following: The permanent participants from the Ol’, Fieldmarshal Keitel, 
Colonel Goneral Jodl, Goncral Buhle, Captain At Sea Assmann, Bucch 
fow others. Thon the Chic o Gon Army vith one or two 
cides gonerallys; also tie Chiof of tho Goncral Staff of the Air Porco -= 
the Chicf of the General Staff of the Air Forco with one or two aido Cie 

For the permanent mombors, tho Chief of tho Aixrmy Personnel Offico, 
General Bocenschatz, until the 20th of July, 1944; Vice Admiral Foss, who 
was the pormanent Deputy of the GrandjAdmira Grupponfuchrer Fegolcin, 
Colonel Deputy Howel; Sonnleitnor, pormanont Doputy of the Forcign Ministry; 
Reich Press Chiof, Dr. Dictrich, Froquontly the following participatod: 
Commander in Chief of tho Luftwaffo3; quite frequently Himmler; in addition 
to these thoro was a varying participation on the part of special officers 
from the Gonoral Staff of the Army and from those who wore just presont first, 
Commanders in Chief of the Army and of the Air Force, 

Boyond that, toward the ond of the war ated also in an 


inereasing moasure Reoichsminister Spoor, in his capacity as Armament Minister, 


and in other very 





ere i 


seldom cases the Foreign Minister von Ribbentrope And they were there as 
listeners. 

I believe that seems to be a complete quotae 

Q Who reported at these briefing sessions and what was reported on? 

A These briefings had the sole purpose to tell Hitler about the 
Situation, the war situation, and to tell him throuch the General Staff of the 
ieee about the Eastern situation through the OKT, about the situation on all 
other theaters of war, and concerning all three branches of the Wehrmachte 
The situation report took place as follows: 

The Chief of General Staff of the Army reported about the Eastern 


situation; then Colonel General Jodl reported on the situation in all other 


theaters of war on lande Then Captain Assmann of the OKW reported on the 


situation on the seas then the last, Major Buechs from the OKW, reported on the 
air situation; and in between frequehtly conversations took place which dealt 
with military specific problems, sometimes for aircraft, aerial problemse 

And when the acrial problems were dealt with the situation wes cleared up, the 
mecting was concluded, we left the roome And I saw frequently the Ambassador 
Hewel had a batch of reports from the Foreign Office, brought them to Hitlor, 
reported on them withovt the rest of us knowing just what did take placee 

~ In these bricfing sessions was there voting or was there 
consultation, or who gave the ordors? 

A In these briefing sessions the military questions were discussed 
and frequently decided on a military basis by the Fuehrer, that is, that no 
further preparatims for decision were called fore 

Q That did the Forcign Minister von Ribbentrop do there when he was 
present? 

À I saw Foreign Minister von Ribbentrop perhaps five or six times 
at these briefing sessions and I cahnot remember thathe participated or uttered 
any statement during the entire sessione He was there for his om information 
and participated at this situation reporte 

Q How adout Ifinister Speer, that was he doing there? 

À Minister Speer as well came during this briefing session, very 


seldom had a word during the discussione I know that questions of armament 


9507 





13 May-li-JH+1LLA-2 

were discussed between Hitler and Speer but they were dealt with in special 
discussions and conversations. But there may be somo exceptions to this in this 
CaSCe 

Q What was Himmler doing there, or his permanent Deputy Fegelein, 
discussing questions of security, or what was his mission? 

A Noi During the military bricfing session security problems were 
not mentioned at alle Himmler and his deputy appeared, they appeared very 
frequently, in connection with the Waffon SS, and Fegelein had to give permanent 
reports about the deployment of the SS divisionss At this time the SS 
divisions in my opinion played an especially large part, for, ostensibly, they 
were a part of the strategic part of the Army and therefore had to be dealt with. 

Q I have a record which was given by youe It has the number GB 209 
and it says in the third paragraph -- I will read one sentence to you -- in the 
document of the Prosecution, GB 209, Mre President -- it is not found in 
any document book and I am just reading one sentence. It says there the Deputy 
of the Roichsfuchrer SS at the Fuehrer headquarters SS Gruppenfuchrer Fegelein 
brought. about the question of the Reichsfuchrer when the Penzer. -= that is, 
when the tanks, could be counted one 

Is that a typical mission of SS Fegelein? 

A Yess That was the kind of questions which were dealt with as a 
matter of course at every one of these sessionse 

Q Do you know, where Kaltenbrunner appeared several times also, 

did he speak or report? 

AÀ I cannot remember one’ single utterance on Kaltenbrunnerts part 
during one of these military bricfing sessions. 

Q That role did Admiral Doenitz play at these session discussions? 

A Vhen Grand Admiral Doenitz was present the Naval situaticn was 
reported by the deputy fromthe OKW, Assmann, but the Grand Admiral used the 
occasion of the naval war problems in connection with the individual theaters 
of war; or at the end, he reported on those questions and discussed those 
questions which he had wanted to presente As for as question of the war by air 


or by land as concerned, it had no connection with the naval ware The Grand 
3 


Admiral was neither asked nor did he give any opinione In his statements he 


strictly confined himself to the sphere of the war Navy, and very energetically 
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objected if somecne else during the situation discussion tried to interfere in 


fod 


* his sphere of influence e 


DRe KRANZBUEHIER: Mre President, I have now concluded this series 


4 


of questions e 


THE PRESIDENT: Very welle Ve will adjourne 


(A recess was taken until 1400 hours) 
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Military Tribunal in the Matter of The 
United States ofAmerica, the French 
Republic, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union cf Soviet Sccialist Republics ageinst 
Hermann Wilhelm G. ering et al, Defendants, 
sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, on 13 May 
1946, 1400-1680, Jord Justice Lawrence 
presiding. 
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will adjourn this afternoon at 4:30 in 
order to sit in closed session. 
ADMIRAL WAGNER =- Continued 
DIRECT EXA! ATION—— Resumed 
BY IR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Admiral Wagner, as time went ty, a close relationship developed 
between Admiral Doenitz and Adolf Hitler. Was this due to the fact that admiral 
Doenitz was particularly willing to obey the Fuehrer's wishes? 

A Wo, not at all. Admiral Doenitz's activities as Supreme Commander of 
the Navy began with a very strong controversy between him and Hitler. It was 
Hitler's intention that the large ships of the navy, that is to say, the 
remaining bat leships and cruisers, weve to be cismantl.u2. Grand Admiral 
Raeder had already turned down that plan. 

Q That story is already known, You need not go into it in detail. 

A Very well. Apart ffom that, Hitler's respect for Doenitz was due to 
the fact that every statement which il: Grand Admiral made was absolutely 
reliable, absolutely honest. The Grand Admiral attributed particular importance 
to the fact that, particularly, unfar rable developments, failures and such, 
were to be reported at Headquarters without fail, clearly and without excuses. 

As an example, I should like to : 2nticon that the Grand Admiral had givn 
me the order —- 

THE PRESIDENT: I do not think we need examples of that sort of thing. 


Surely, the general statement is sufficient, 


Q Did the Grand Admiral in any way show himself particularly wil:ing to 


obey the Fuehrer's political wishes or those of the Party? 

A No. Such wishes of the Perty were, in my opinion, only put to the Navy 
in three cases, One was the question of churches, which happened during the 
time of Grand Admire] Raeder, and I think it is generally known that the Navy 


retained its original religious organization and, in fact, extended it as the 


navy grew. : 
410 
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The second request made by the Party was that, according to the Russian 
exampl5, political commissars should be appointed within the armed forces. 
In that case, Grand Admiral Doenitz went to Hitler and prevented that 
intention, 

When, after 20 July 1944, Bormann, nevertheless, achieved that the 
So-called N.S.F.0O. —— the Nationnl Socialist Leader Officers -—-— were 
appointed amongst the armed forces, this did not happen in accordance with 
the Party's wishes or by appointing political commissars. It was merely 
done by using officers who were under the jurisdiction cf commanding officers 
and who could not in any way interfere with the discipline or the leading 
of the troops. 

The third case was the intention on the part of the Party that the 
political procecdings should be taken away from the armed forces. 

Q Yes, witness, that case is already known to the Tribunal, also. 

You prepared the records regarding the visits at the Fuehrer's 
Headquarters, is that correct? 

A Yes. 

9 A number of these minutes have been introduced as evidence in this 
Courtroom. Will you please explain to the Tribunal what the purpose of 
keeping these records of all visitors to the Fuehrer's Headquarters was? 

& The Chief of the Naval Command Staff and the Chief of Navy 
Armaments Department, as well as the Chief of the General Navy Department -- 
that is to say, the three leading nən in the Supreme Command of the Navy — 
were to be informed by means of these records of all events which took place 
in the presence of the Grand Admiral, as far as they were of any 
significance or interest for the navy. That was part of my task. 

Q You have just said "informed about eventa which took place in the 
presence of the Grand Admiral". Does that mean that he must have hoard 
everything himself that has been put down in these records? 

& Wot absolutely necessarily. It happened quite frequently that 


during situation reports, when the: took place in large rooms, and 
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particularly during subjects which did not interest him so much, the Grand Ac 
niral wuld retire to another part oi the room and deal with sone business of h: 
own to discuss navy questions with othor participants in the mecting. It was 
perfectly possible that on such occasions I heard things and put them down in tl 
record which the Grand Admiral did not Hoar hinself, but, of cou Cy he would 


hear of them not later than when he saw ny record. 


am going to have one of your wm records showm to youe 


the Prosecution on page his deais with 
the renouncin; of tho Geneva Convention. 
how all this hap encod? 
Approximately two or throe 
other words, on or 


quarters, 


connection with Anglo-Saxon propaga garding the going over of 


l his intention to leave in the Geneva Pac 
air: of itscoing to be? 
according 

was obviously to exp ivity 
would no longer bring any advantage, I inr bclephoned the Naval Command 

wrong, and I asked thon 

military and international law comments on that subjecte 

st, when taking pert in tho situation di sic Hitlor once 

1 with matters of 
in connection with the air attacks by the Y 


den Ger 


nlace. 
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He ordered the Grand Admiral that he should examine the 
results and the effects of leaving the Gencva Convention 
fron the point of view of the naval expert. I don't think an 
immediate answer was expected and it wasn't given. Colonel 
General Jodl was also quite strongly opposed to these inten- 
tions and he was seeking the Grand Admiral's support far his 
views. Consequently, a conference was agreed on, and that is 
the conference the record of which I preparcd and to which I 
referred under Figuro 2e 


conference of February the 20th, isn't it 


Who particiimted in that conference? 
Grand Admiral Doenitz, Colonel General Jodl, Ambassad 
Hewel and nyself. 

Q What was the subject? 

å Its subject was tie Fuehrer's intention of renouncin;: 
the Geneva Convention and we were of the agreed opinion, all 
of us, that sucha step would be a mistake, Apart fron milite 
consideraticns thers was that particular roason that by re- 
nouncing the Geneva Convention both the amed forces and the 
crnan people would lose some of its confidence in their 
leaders, since the Genova Convention was consiaered the 
cacing feature in intcrnaticnal lew. 

Q In your notes there is a i "Tt would be 
better to carry out the measures considered necessary without 
warning and at all costs 'to save face' with the outer world.” 
what is the significance of that sentence? 

A This sentence has the meaning that by no moans shoulk 
there be any wild actions; that if the leaders at the head 
considered it necessary to introduce measures against air 
attacks on German towns or against the propaganda for desertio: 
in the West, then one ought to stay within the limits which 


would be applicable to any such countermeasures; the renuncia- 


Y 
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tion of all the Geneva pact was not to put us in the wrong 
before the world and our own pecple and no measures ought to 
be announced which would be well beyond the limits of the 
applicable law and order. 

Q Were any concrete ueasures discussed in this connec- 
tion or were any such measures even thought of? 

A No. I can retlen..cr very well that no measures, in 
detail, were discussed during the various discussions. We 
were merely ccneoerned with the legal situation which would 
arise if the Geneva Convention was renounced. 

Q earn a ng about a so-called intenti 
on Adolf Hitler's part sho ten thousand 
war as a reprisal for the attack on Dresden, 

I have never heard anything about that at all. 
e, doesn't that mean s 
secret goings on oes it mean that the true facts were to 
be kept secret? 


secret was 


intimidating 
to the onay was considered; 
onc had kept thon secret. 

THE PRESIDENT; Dre Kranzbuehler, the transmission 
cane through to me, Prosecution's Document Book, page 68. 
hat right or not? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Yes, Mre President. Page 
Should be I am told. Oh, = do beg your pardon. 
probably entered wrongly in ay book. 
BY DR. KRANZBULHLER: 

Q How long did this whole conversation last which you 
have taken down 

A Perhaps you ca tell me which conversation you are 


talking about? 
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Q I an talking about the conference of the 80th of 
February which contains the sentences which I have just read 
to 

I should say it took ten minutes or a quarter of an 


v 


h cu 


=< s N 4- j to Te 
the important points. 


to doing 
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his questions to the Grand Admiral, could rather from the Grand Asmiral's 
expression and the attituco expressed by all the others that his intentions 


3 
? 


were beinr objected to by overybodye We p ed our views on to the Supreme 
Commancer of the Armed Froecs in writing and heard no more about the whole 
mnttere 
Qe I am now roint to show you another record. It is GBe210 an it can be 
pare of the Yocument Book of the Prosecutions, It refers to a 
conference at the Fuchrer's heacquartcrs of the 29th of June, 1944. You will 
find an entry uncer the dato of the lst of July which says that rerarding the 
Fuchrer says that the only weapon to deal with 
terror is terror. We .§ statement mace durin a conversation between Hitler 
and Acmiral Yoenitz or when did it take place? 
this is a statement mee by Hitler curins a discussion which was 
neither acdressed to A‘miral Desnitz nor to thi Navy at alle 
Qe sell, if it wasn't alt*rossed to the Navy, then why did you include it 
in your record? 
I inslucte’ everrthing thet was said in my record, everythin= that was 
of any interest or could be of any interest to the Navy. Tho Supreme Command o 
the Navy lil, of courso, find itsel” intorested the reneral strike in 
Coponharen Hecause hips wore boin | in nhare md apart from 
that it 
Qe dn’ to whom was this recor” passed on by you? 
linr to the distribution list on pare 4, it only went to the 
Supreme 
have anythin: to do with treatment of 
orkers in Denma 
19, nothine at a Snipya afte tö, were entircly under the 
jurisdiction of tho Armamon: 
Qe the prosecuvion considers this sentence, this stat 
on to the OKW a the Supreme Command an invitation for at treatment of all 


inhabitants. Does that in any way tally with the menanine of this record? 


7516 





1) 


ym/aGHS-13-20 


Je You can't possibly say that. The only purpose of this record was to 
inform the departments and the Supreme Command. 
n now roing to have another cocument shown to youe Its number is 
contained in the “Yocument Book of the prosecution on pares 64 
arid 656 It is a notice of the International Law Expert in the Naval Command 
Staff rerartine the treatment of saboteurs. Do you know this cocument? 


I have initialed it on the first pare. 


se ascertained whe the event can not be used to ascertain that 
of command on trom wc. their treatment should be 
concernedce 


= has E ppa 
ime for ten days. 


b mace, as the various remarks at the head 


it will show. 
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Q Pleasoš will you explain that? 

å The international law expert in the Naval Command Staff did make the 
suggestion through the head of Department l-a. This went to me and then to the 
chief of the Operations Staff. The head of the l-A in a handwritten notice at 
the side of his initials wrote down that the subordinate commanders have been 
informed. That means that he had objected to the suggestions of the internation- 
al law expert and he considered that an explanation of the orders within the Nav; 
were superfluous, I investigated this matter and I mača decision which was 
that the operaticns officer was right. 

I sent for the International law expert, Dr. Eckhardt, and informed him 
orally of my decision and returned this document to him This means that the 
suggestion made in this connection regarding the report was not actually 
carried oute 

Q Cmyou remember whether Admiral Doenitz on some later occasion had a 
report on this matter regarding this command order? 

A No, I have no reccliection, 

Q GB 208 is a report tegarding a motor torpedo boat at Bergen which has 
been submitted to you. This is contained in the British document book on page 
66 and 67. Have you ever heard abcut this story before this trial? 

A No. I head about it for the first time on the -ccasion of 
interrogations in connection with these proceedings. 

Q The files of the British court martial proceedings which had been 


submitted during cross-examination by the Prosecution have indicated to me that 


before the shooting of the crew of that torpedo boat there had been two telephon 


Calls. They took place between the chief of the Security Service in Bergen and 
the SD at Oslo and between the SD at Oslo and Berlin. Can you recollect whether 
such a call from the SD at Osll arrived at your office cr at an office in your 
department? 

A Certainly no such call reached me and as far as I know it did not reack 
any other officer in my department cor the supreme command. 

Q Do you consider it possible at all that the SD at Oslo might get in 
touch with the supreme command of the Navy? 

A No, I consider that quite out of the question. If the SD in Oslo 


wants to get in touch with a central department in Berlin then it would have to 
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be his own superior department in Berlin and that is the RSHA. 


Q I now put to you another document; it is GB 212 and it appears on page 


75 of the document book of the Prosecution, An example is mentioned there where 


the chief or the commandant of the German prisoner of war camp is concerned and 


it says he had communists removed Quietly from the camp; he had them removed 
and killed if they became noticeable in the campe Do you know of this story, 


as such? 
A Yes, such an episode is known to me. I think we received a report fton 


a prisoner of war who had been severely injured and who had been exchanged. It 
was said that the German commandant cf a prisoner of wer camp in Australia, in 
which the crew of the auxiliary cruiser "O:rmorau" were detained, had secretely 
hed a man of his crew killed because he had been active as a spy and traitor. 

Q But this order does not mention the word "spy." It says "communist," 
What is the explanation? 

THE PRESIDENT: It does not say "commnist." It says "communists" in the 
plural, 

DRe KRANZBUSHLER: I beg your pardon, yes, "communists." 

A (continued) In my Opinion the only explanaticn is that the true State 
cf affairs was tc be concealed so as to prevent the enemy intelligence from 
getting hold of the story and making difficulties for the man in question. Thus, 
a different version was chosen, 


Q It has been the opinion of the Sviet Pr secution that there had been a 


plan regarding the silent remval of ccmmunists. Can ycu tell us anything, 
knowing the origin of these orders, whether such a plan existed? 

A First cf all the order had been addressed to those personnel departments 
which were responsible for chosing young non-commissicned officers in the Navy. 
There were about six or seven personnel departments of that type. Over and above 
that I can only say that of course =- 

Q Just a moment, Admiral, please. 

THE PRESIDENT: Dre Kranzbuehler, is it necessary to go into all this 
detail? The question is, was there an order with reference to making away with 
people cf this sort or was there not — mt all the details, but how the order 
came to be made, 


lk. KRANZBUBHLER: In that case I shall put the question this ways 
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Q And the Naval Command of several departments, dicn't they? 
& Yes, it consisted cf several departments which were given consecutive 


_ numbers, 


Q And which was the mst important department? 
BY THE PRESIDENT: 

Q Admiral Wagner, will you kindly meke a pause after the question and 
observe the lights? When that yellow light eces on, it means you are going 


fast? 
A Yes, sir, 


The most important department was the Operations Department, which had No.l. 


BY DR. SIEMERS: 

Q And the other departments, 2, 3, what were the doing? 

A That was Department Communications end Information, and Department for 
the Obtaining of Information? 

Q Who was the chief of the Operations Department? 

A Beginning in 1937 and until 1941 it was Admifal Fricks. From 1941 
until efter Raeder's retirement I was the chief ofthat department. 

Q In other words, for many years you worked under Grand Admiral Raecer. 
I should first of all like toask you to speak briefly about Raeder's principal 
points of view during the tine you were working for him. 

A mder Grand Admiral Racder the Navy was working fr a peaceful 
Gevelopuent in ecopsration with Britain. Questicns regarding the type cf ships, 

the foresrcund. As far as ageressive wars 

were concerned, Grand Admiral Reeder dic not Curing any ecnference which I 
attended ever refer to them. Nor did he at any time make any preparations in 
that direction, 

Q Do you remember that in 1940 anā in 1941 Reeder talked emphatically 
against a war with Russia? 

A Yes, he was very keenly opposed to a war with Russia, and that for tw 

sasons: first, that he consideroa that a break with Russia was wrong and not 

tenable, and second, for Strategic reasons he was ccnvinced that our entire 
Strength should be concentrated on the fight against Britain. 

When in the autumn cof 1940 it transpired that the invasi-n of Britain 
couldn't be carriad out, the Grand Admiral worked for a strategy in the 


Mediterranean, sc that Britain's policy of encirclement should be fought against 


oe 
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Q The Navy had comparatively numerous dealings with Russia during the 
time there was friendship between Russia and Germany. This was due to 
supplies, Did everything in that respect, as far as you know, run smoothly? 

A Oh, yes, I know that a large nunber cf supplies, ef deliveries, fron 
naval stocks, dic go toRussia; for instance, completed ships, heavy 
artillery and other such material. 

Qq And the Navy, of course, always made efforts to cbtain the point f 
view laid down in the Pact? 

A Yes, that wes the Grand Admiral's point of view. 

Q admiral Wagner, Admiral Raeder has been accused by the Prosecution 
that he had never %othered abcut internaticnal law and that he had broken 
international contracts as a matter of principle if ever this were practical, 
Can you say anything about his opinions and views in that respect? 

A Yes, that is completely wrong. Aémiral Raeder was always anxious that 
every measure for naval warfare introduced be examined from the point of view 
of internaticnal law. We had a special expert cn internaticnal law on the Nava. 
Command Staff for that purpese, and we on the Operations Staff had nearly 
daily contact with hin, 

Q Furthermore, Raeder has been accused by the Prosecution cf inviting 
anà advising the waging of a war against Russia, anc that he had tried to get 
Japan to fight the United States. What is your opinicn on that? 

A I consider that there is no basis for such an accusation. I know 
that Grand Admirel Raecer attached particular importance to it, that all nava. 
war moasures -- and this is especially applicable to the critical year of 1941 
=- a Ge bə examined very closely regarĉing the effects they might have on 
the United States of America. He has in fact forfeited a number of perfectly 
sound military measures so as to prevent incidents with the U.S.A For 
jnetence, in the summer of 1941, he ordered that in a large area outside the 
U.S.cade submarines should be withdrawn, although that area could certainly be 
regarded as the frees seas. A certain mine-laying action which had already , 
begun ageinst the British port of Halifax, in Canada, was forbidden byhin, 


so as to prevent at all costs the situation where a United States 
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steamer should strike such a mine. 4nd finally, attacks also avninst British 


destroyers in the North Atlantic were forbidien by him because of those fifty 
destroyers which had been handed over to Enzland by the United States. Out of 
this fact there was the possibility that British end American destroyers could 
be mistaken for each othcre 

“ll this wns done at a stare when the Unite’ States were at peace ant had 
nevertheless occupiel Iceland, when British warships were bein: repaired in 
American shipyards, when American naval forces hac orders that all German units 
should be reporte’ to the British fleet ane when finally President Roosevelt in 
July, 1941, rave the order to his forces to attack Germen submarines 


Admiral Racder ever make a statement in the Naval Command 


3 


to a war arainst America anc that the American fleet 
submarines weren't worth much? 
Acmiral Raeder as an erpe uld hard mide any such 
unreasonable statemente 
“icn't Raeder, to the contrary, state expressly that he consicerc* 


American fleet very strong and thet one couldn't ficht simultancously twò such 


d 


firsternate nowsrs as <merican 


But then 
Aiary that Japan ocurht to 
Pearl Tar bor 
Japanese o sarl Harbor was a 
complete surprise, both to tho Grand å anc the Naval Command Staff, like 
any other department, That is 


Ge isren't there any ntinuous noavalemilitaryv @iecussi:ns and conference, 
between Japan an3 Germany? 
before the entry in tho war with Japan, no military Ciscussions in 


nion and in my conviction took placce 
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that cocument passed on to any outsiders at all? 
I think I can remember that this document wasn't sont 
It was used only within the 
departicn te The Grand admiral, too, in my 
have Knowledge of it, particularly since this lettar sho 
he didntt initial it. 
You have a pi copy of that letter. Are there 
initials 
before Grand Jdmircl Racder? 
ecuocrally handled in the 
Evor y do cusut that wis be put b 
{Gniral had on its first page, in the 
saying “to be put before the GA befor: 
reported during si tuctior 3p 0i i 4nd then on 
à greon pencil or the 
staff would indicate that 
put before him or give souc such indication. 


such indications on this docunent, 


sce docuncnt 0838, which is 
niim ae |S me > 99 
number is GBe22s. It sS 
s docunent b f the Prosewmtion 
5OnA 
aana 
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s supposcd to have been dono following an 
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have only submitted the last mgo of this docummt, They did 
not produce the first and second page of the docuncnt because, 
if they hd done sc, thon this accusation would proba bly have 
been dropped. fa > » tO you, Mr. Witness, what is 
contained there, and I quote: 

"On the 12th of June, at 2000 hours, one report caio fron 
the guarding vesscls which had boon put into their station at 
2000 hours, 20 sou miles west of Oslo, that there had beon 
Sighted an unknown submarine which had surfeced and wes 
prococding on a westerly courses, after boing enllod by wi 


and replicd with a lettor to which no significance could 
A ~ 


you to cxplain what it means that this U-boat 
of all, rcoply to ES call? 
å In wat thoro 
the arrangement of rocognit ion 
there is a call and a reply. 3 means tho idonti ty 
the ship and its origin can immediately be ascortcinod and Ly 
thoro is a wrong answor to an ES call, thon this proves the 
not a vessel of the own flect. 
Q Wore there any cthor clues, as far as you can 
renember, of a similar kind showing that ships appesr 
were Clearly t ins of the eneny? 
& Yes. I romember that there were indivi 
when unknown subfiarines appearcd of the Gornen 
Later on it was found that when the stations of 
submarines wore consulted that these woro indeca eneny vessels, 
Q Were these facts the rcason why the Noval Command 
Staff were asked that certain ships should now be fired o n? 
Yes, exclusively. 
A Similar case is mentioned in connection with 
It has been ascertained from the wor diar 


December, 1939, the Naval mand Staff? 
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application to the cffcct that Grcoek ships in the American 
blockade zone atid of Groat Britain may be troated as hostile. 
Sinco Greece was noutral at the tino, therc has been an 
accusation of a breach of noutrality against Raeder. 

May I asx you to tell us whet the reasons werc which 
caused the Naval Command Staff and the Chief Raeder to make such 
an application to the OKY? 

A We had had tis news that Gres 
of its mershant navy fleet at the disposal of Great Britair 
and that these- SSG Qiling under tho British 
conumand e 

Well, then, is it not correct that such Grook vesscis 

principally tracted as hostile but only tho sanerican 
blockade zone? 

Yes, that is correct. 

Q The next 
whieh occurred in June, 1942, 


ticn to the OKW to be allowsd to 


ough Brazil at 
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that time was still a neutral, Tho war with Brazil started somo two months later 
on the 20th of Auzust. that reasons wore thore for such a step? 
We were receiving reports from submarines from the waters around 
Amorica, according to which thoy were being attacked by aircraft, which could 
have flown from Brazilian bases, To begin with, that question was clarified by 
means of inquirics, and it turned out that the r-oorts were correct. Over ani at 
that, I think I can romomber personally that even at that tine it was sonoralLly 
known that Brazil was civing bases to tho United States, with 
or placing these bases at their dis osal, 
that this was due to a breaeh of noutrality on the pert 
Yese 
I shall submit to you C-176 and D-658, The document C- 
ber GB= 228, These two documents arc on this command corilor. 
to destroy sabotage troops. 
Racder has beon accused by the Prosecution that in connection with 
whioh occured in Decomber 42, Racdor was participating. In the docwiont 
its last page, you will find something which I shall quo 
"On the llth of December 1942, shooting o 
a commando under the Port Commander at Bordeaux, numbering 
the presence of an -fficer of the SD, the Sccurity 
/ 
Fuchrer," 
frovious entries, which I don't want to quote in detail would ci 
picturce ànd they show that tho Secutiry Service, 
in the proceedings and that they were in constant direct touch 
I am now asking you whethor the Naval Comand Staff 
prisoners were shot, did know anything at all about thi 
whether thoy know anything about this diroct order fron Hitlor 
in this connection? 
à direct order for tho shooting of people in Bordoaux dic 
way cono to the Naval Command Staff, Tho Naval Command Staff know |‘ 
events in connection with this enterprise in Bordeaux and, over and above 


knew nothing at that time, 
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Q The Naval Comand Staff or, respectively, Grand Admiral acdor did, 
therefore, not discuss this case previously and it was not put to thom, is that 
correct? 


I an cortain that this was not the case; that thoy did not hear about 


Dit. KRANZBUEHLER: kr, President, may I ask the Tribunal to take notice 
of tho fact that this war diary is not the war diary which has Deon frequently 
mentioned, the dary of tho Naval Corviander in the west, that is, thorofore, un- 
known to tho Naval Command Staff that this is why the Naval Comand Star; did not 
know of 

THE PRESIDENT: You are referring to document C-176? 

Die KRANZBUSHLER: C-176, Yes, ur, frosident, and likowiso D=658, This 
turn, is the war diary of the Naval Comans Staff, 

TH? PRESIDENT: What was the roference to it? 

Di. KRNZBUENLER: This is D=658, which will show tho follewin;: 
Accordin; to Poports of the armel 


' 


The measure would be i Keeping by Special or 


I 


or by the Fucl 
Submitted by tho Proscecutio and it shows =- and it is 
to later == it shows the Naval Comander Staff knew nothing about 
Sode because, owen this shows an contry dated the 9th of December, wh 
whole affair happened on the lith, 

THY PRESIDENT: *“orhaps that would be the tine to broak ffe 


4. rocess was taken) 
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BY DR. SIEMERS: 


Q Mrs Admiral, now I am submitting to you Document UkK=l:5¢ 


DRe SIEMERS: Mrs President, UK-45 corresponds to USSR-130. This 


document deals with a report by the SKL dated the 29th of September 1941, 


addressed to the Group North, and it deals with the future of the city of 
Petersburge 

This report to the Group North says that the Fuehrer had decided to 
raze the city of Potcrsburg from the face of the carthe The Navy itself was 
not to be concerned with that announcement. Despite that, this report was 
sent to Group Northe 
BY DRe SIEMERS: 

I will return to this point, but I would like to ask 
you first -- you have a photostatic copy of the original --to please tell me 
whether Racder knew and saw this document before he resi ned, or could have 
seen ite 

A icoording te the statement which I have made, Great Adniral Raeder 
did not sce this document. There are no notices or other comments to that 
effect on the document. 

Q And now the more important questicn on this point, relating to the 
report which is mentioned in Point 2 by Hitler. Why did the SKL, the Nav 
Warfare Command, receive this report and transmit it, even though the 
itself was not concerned therewith? 

£ The SKL had ordered that as far as Leningrad was concerned, at the 
eccupaticn or attack, the shipyards and the port installations and all other 
naval installations were to be spared so they might be used as bases later one 
That suggestion, as set down in this document, was turned down by Hitlere That 
may be seen from Point 3 of this documente 

This fact had to be reported to Admiral Karls so that he could act 
accordingly, and in the case of a later occupation of Leningrad he could not 
count on this port as a bases. 

Q Because of the significance of this testimony, I wculd like to call 
attention to the point to which the witness just referred, and that is ITI of 


USSR-130. I quotes: 
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"The original demand of the Navy to spare the docks, ports, and other 


installations important “to the Navy, is known to the High Command of the Wehr- 
machte The fulfilling of this demand, because of the attack on Petersburg, is 
not possiblee"™ 

That was the decisive point which the SKL told ‘"dmiral Karls as 
Commander in Chief of Group Northe 


N 


A That was the decisive point for this document, 


Q Do you know whether Admiral Karls did anything with this document, 


that is, whether he transmitted it or disposed of it in any way, or don't you 
know anything about that? 

A As far as I am informed, this document was not passed on, and it 
was not the intention that this document be passed on, for it was meant solely 
and exclusively for Group North. On the basis of this document, the 
preparations which Admiral Karls had made as far as the Navy was concerned 
were stopped, and the personnel which had been earmarked for this were put 


at other disposale That was 





i I 


the only measure which the Navy took on the basis of this document, and the only 
measure which could have been taken, 

DR. SIMMERS; Perhaps I might tell the Tribunal that in my document book 
Raeder, under No, 111, I should like to submit an affidavit which 
fact, that nothing was passed on by Group North, so the leading docks 
and their Commanders never had any knowlecs: of this document, 

I an referring to an affidavit by Admiral Buetow, who at that time was 


Commander-=in-Chie? in Finland, and I should like to come back to this point 
3 i 


when I present the case on behalf of Gra dmiral Raeder. 


I have no further questions of this witness. 


THE PRÆSIDENT: Does any other member of defendants! counsel wish 


COLONEL PHTLLIL ORG sy it please the Tribunal, with regard to the questi 


asked by Dr. Siemers, I was going to we the cross examination on those point 


to the cross examination of the defendant Raede is to avoid any duplicatio 


I understand the evidence which the defencent Voenitz has given, and 
your evidence, you are g the Tribunal that in respect of the tw¥eatment of 


neutral : 
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ships, the German Navy has nothing to reproach itsclf withe Is that risht? 
CSe 
Qe And the defendant has said that the German Navy was scupulous in ade 
herine to orders about the attitude towards neutral shipping, and the neutrals 
were fully warned of what they should and should not doe Is that right? 
Yese 
Admiral Yoenitz has also said that there was no question of “ecciving 
neutral covernments; they were given fair warnine of what ther ships should no? 


Coe o you arree? 


you of whet stens were taken as regards 
fense cocuments. 

per, orders were issued that strict 
respect for oll rules o utrai. ind c with all agresments of inter» 
ntaticreal law which were 
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On the 22nd of October, there was a repitition of the warning, Doenitz 62, 
page 162; and on the 24th of November, the neutrals were told that the 
safety of their ships in water around the British Isles and in the vicinity 
of the French coast could no longer be taken for granted, That is Doenitz 
73, at page 206; and then from the 6th of Januaryonwards, certain zones 
were declared dangerous zones. That is right, isn't it? 

A No. On the 2hth of November, a general warning was issued that 
the entire United States fighting zone was to be considered dangerous -- the 
specialized zones which, since January, were designated as operational 
zones, this was not made public since in the framework of the first warning, 
they stayed within the limitation and this was only for the internal use 
within the navy. 

Q That is the point I want to be clear about. The zones that you 
declared from the 6th of January onwards, those weren't announced. Is that 
a fact? 

A Yes; the neutrals were warned on the 2lth of November that all of 
these areas which had been designated as operational areas, would be 
dangerous for shippinge 

Q But when you fix the specific zones from the th of January 
onwards, no further specific warning was given. Is that the case? 

A That is correct. After this general warning, there was no special 
or singular warning as to specific areas as to that. 

Q Now, you are not suggesting, are you, that by these warnings and 
by this declaration of un enormous danger zone, you were entitled to sink 
neutral shipping without warning? 

A - I am of the opinion that in this area which, for us, since 
the United States of North America, as well as for the rest of the shipping, 


it was considered dangerous, consideration was not to be taken for neutrals. 


Q Do you mean to say tat from the 24th of November onwards, every 
rÀ y 3 


neutral government was given fair warning that its ships would be sunk 
without warning if they were anywhere in that zone? 

A I want to say that on the 2lth of November, entirely all of the 
neutral countries were notified officially that the entire United States of 
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America fighting zone was to be co idered as dangerous and that the German 
Reich could have no responsibility for losses in combat in this area. 

Q That is quite a differe: case., Don't let us have any mistake 
about this. Are you saying that .y that warning, zou were entitled to sink 
neutral ships anywhere in that zone without warning, sink on sight? 

A I did not quite catch t> last few words, 

Q Are you suggesting that -vu were entitled to sink on sight all 
neutral shipping anywhere in that Jone, as from the 24th of November? 

A I am of the opinion that we were justificd from that period of 
time onward to take no special consideration for neutral shipping. Each 
exception which we could have given our U-boats would have meant that they 
could not have sunk hostile ships cither, 

Q It isn't a question of any special consideration. Are you saying 
that you became entitled to sink on sight any neutral ship or sink it 
deliberately whether or not you recognized it asneutral? 

THE PRESIDENT: Surely you cn answer that question yes or no. 

THE WITNESS: Yés, I am of t 2t opinion. 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q Will you tell me how that declaration squares with the submarine 
rules? 

A As far asa legal basis :f this question is concerned, I do not 
believe that is competent. That is a matter for international law. 

Q At any rate, that is what you proceded to de isn't it? You 
proceéded to sink neutral ships on sight and without warning anywhere in 
that zone? 


not just anywhere but in the operational zones laid down 


But where ver you could, wherever you could? 
A In the operational zones laid dom by us, without warning, for we 
are of the opinion that in this cz:e, we were concerned with secured areas 


near the hostile coast 
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whicheould not be considered the open sea, 


it? That is what you decided to do? 
f & From the beginning of the war on, we decided to Stay strictly to the 
London Agreement. 

Q Would you look at the document which was put in yesterday. My tots 
it is D-€51. It is put in as GB-451. It is a memorandum of the Bra of 

eptember, 

THE PRESIDENT: — Where is it? 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: The only new document that Sir David Maxwell Fyfe put 
in cross examination, 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

Q Would you look at the third paragraph: "The navy has arrived at the 
conclusion that the maximum damage to England which can be achieved with the 
forces available, can only be obtained if the U-boats are permitted an 
unrestricted use of arms without warning against enemy and neutral shipping in 
the prohibited area indi®ated in the enclosed mape" Do you still say that you 


dicn't intend from the start of the war to sink neutral shipping without 
Warning as socn as you could get Hitler to easree to let you do so? Do you still 
Say thet? 

A Yes, explicitly. In this doc. ont, in the first perasraph it says that 
in the material sent to thenavy, the quostion of unrestricted U- beat warfare 
ageinst Bergland is being discussed and T cannot judge these materials if they 


arə nct submitted to me. 


Q You were in the General Staff at that time. You were in charge of the 


Department i-a, Thie point of view must have been put forward by your 
department. 
* 

A Yes, I said that already, we had decided after consulting with the 
Foreign Office, to adhere strictly to the London Agreement witil we had proof 
that tho British merchent shipping was armed militarily and was being used for 
military purposes. Here, we are concerned solely with an exchauge of an opinion 
and informing of the Foreign Office, 

Q, didn't ask for your general view on the document. We Can read that 
for ourselves, Your object was to terrorize the emall neutrals énd frighten 
them ftom sailing on their ordinary lectul occasione, Isn't thas rigat? 
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A No. 


Q And isn't that why, in the c ors you issued in January of 1940, you 


. 


excepted the larger ccuntries from th.3 "sink on sight" risk? Weuld you look at 


ddeument C-21. That is GB-194, at page 30 cf the prosecution document book in 


English; page 59 to 60 in the German, Mw, just look. It is the a əntry 
on page 5, the 2nd of January 1940. "Faport by l~a." That is you, isn't it? 
That was ycu, wasn't it? 

A Yes, but I cannot find the print which ycu are quting. 

Q Page 5, the criginal, under the date cf the 2nd cf January 1940. 


"Report by lea on directive of armed f-rces =- High Ommend =- dated 30th of 


December , referring to intensified meesures in naval warfare in connection with 
"Fall Gelb! (case yellow), "In conse;ience cf this directive, the navy will 
auth rize simultaneously with the ger ral intensificati-n of the war, the 
sinking by U-bcats with:ut any warnin:;, cf all ships in thcse waters near the 
enemy crates in which mines can be employed. In this case, for external 
consumpticn, pretense shculd be made “.1t mines are being used. The beha ior of 
and use of waapons by U-b-ats should be adanteé by this purpzsa.! That has ) 
nothing to do with the arming of British merchant ships? That is not the 
reason that is given, is it? The reas:n is because it fitted in with y-ur 


operations for "Fell Gelbë, 





PETE? AI 


4 I didn't understand the last sentence. 


Q You don't give as your reason that the British were arming their 


merchant ships. The reason you give is that it was necessary in connection with 


intensified measures for Fall Gelbs Wh is that? 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: The German trenslati-n is sc inadequate that it is 
almcst impossible to understand the q stin, 


BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 
Q I will put the question to you again. The excuse for this directive is 


to be the intensification of meaaures in connection with Fell Gelb, You notice, 
don't you, that nothing is said about tne arming of British merchant ships as 
justifying this step? That is correct, isn't it? 

A May I have time, please, to peruse this manuscript first? 

q Certainly, This was written by yourself, you know. 

å No, that was not written by me. 

Yes, the measures did concern and stay with the warning which was given to 
the neutrals on the 24th of November 1939, 

Q Nothing is said about the warning cf the 24th cf November, If you were 
entitled, as you have told us, under that to sink neutral ships, there wouldn't 
be any need for this special directive, would there? 

A Noe 

Q Woe Now, let's just =- 

A (Interp: sing) Because cf military reasons and politicelreasons we 
ordered that there was to be the excuse cf mines, and that was the special point 
of this order. 

Q And justbefore we leave that ‘ocument, have a look at the entry on the 


18th of January, will you? You have got it? 18th of January, 


Q That is the actual order for ginking without warning. You notice the 
last sentence: 

"Ships of the United Stetes, Italy, Japan and Russia are exempted from thes 
attacks." And then Spain is added in pencil. 

Isn't it right that you were out to terrorize the small neutrals and to 
bully them, but you weren't running any risks with the big ones? 


& No, it wasn't like that. It is to be explained as follows: That, as a 


7538 
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Matter of course, military disadvan' ages are to be bargained for if 
pelitical advantages are t be deri-rad therefrom. 
Q Oh, yes, it just entirely ‘as a question of hew it paid you 


politically. That is all it was, wasn’t it? 


A Yes, of course, since all rilitary actions are determined by 


- 


political bases. 


Q ånd because the Danes and the Swedes weren't 
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in any position to make any serious protest, it didn't matter 
Sinking their ships at sight. That's right, isn't it 

A The motivation of this incident is entirely incorrect. 

Q Well, but what is the difference? 

A Tho ships of all neutrals in this area were sunk by us 
with the exception of those for which we hada special politica 
intercst. 

es, iad y pecial } bical intcrest at this 
tine for Norway and Swedon and Denmark, so you sank their ships 
at sight. That's right, isn't it? 

A ye sunk thon because they entered this ares 
warninge 

Q Yes, but ifa 


that, you wouldn't sink 


of ti me. 


did, 
Lora, they are tw aocunents. 
They will bo GB-452 
BY COLONEL FPHILLIMORS: 
Q Will you look at the first of thoso, that 
That is a telegram from your ambassador at Copenhagen, da 
ths 26th of Scptenbcr 19394 hat is before 


inA Pn ANI r hae Anne AF “yt 3 - ~ 
and bofors any of thosc zones had boon doclarcd. 


‘Sinking of Swedish and Finnish shi 


cti 7} n InN > rer | ee Ar ama, a re 
Still causo groat worry hore, owing to 


to 
bed Sinking ships of the 
neutrals right away in the first throe weeks of the we 
ycu? 
és In single cases, yes, but there was always a vory 


Special reason in those eas of ome cases cf Danish 
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and Swedish ships which occurred in which these ships hd 


turned toward the U-boat and the U-boat in turn, because of 


resistance, had itta the ship. 
Q You don't think it was because the blame could be put 


upon mines? 
A At this poriod of time, hot at all. 


Q Lock at the second telegram, if you would, 26th of 


March, 1940, again from the German ninister at Coponhagon, Ii 
is the first paragraphs 

"The King of Denmark suhmoned me to his presence in order 
to tell me what a deep impression the 
week, Apparently without wa 
whole countrye® 


And then, passing on two sentences: 


“I replicd that the reason why the ships sank had not yet 


becn elucidated., In any case, our naval units always kept 
strictly to the Prizo Regulations, that vessols sailing in eng) 


convoy or in the vicinity of the sa tock upi 





il 
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” 


sinkings had been carried out without warning, It seemed that they could be 
traced back to the German notifications made to date, 

"At the same time, I pointed out the dangers of the weters around the 
British coast where neutral ships inevitably involved*in colpronmising situations 
on account of measures taken by the British. The King assured me emphatically 
thet mene of the Lanish ships were sailing in convoy, but it would probably 
never be possible subsequently to clear up without possibility of doubt the 
incidents which had led to the sinking 

Have you any doubt that g ere y under your 
Ssink-at-sight policy? 

ithout checking the mad eases, I cannot answer this question, 
‘f the opinion that p loly tlese ships were sunk in that crea before 
was in those areas becaouse heavy defensive measures at 
sea could not obtain at that poi any longer, 

Q Very well, “e will come to an incident where I think I cen sup 
with details, ould you look at D 

COLONEL PHILLINOR: My Lord, that is a new document; it becomes GB-454, 
BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 

You see, this document is dated the 31st of January 1940, and it refers 
to the sinking of three neutral ships, the 'Deptiord', 
the 'Garouf:lia', The document is in three parts, It first scts ou 
they were known to you. The second part is z note to the Forcign 

is a droft reply for your forcign office to send the neu-sa] govern- 
you look at the end of the document you will sec, l-A; the dceument 
ycur department, 
is proposud in replyi 
wy 2 Geriann U-boat of the 
steamers," 
ould you follow it? 

"according to the data attached to the notes presented by the 1 

Government, the grounds for suspecting a torpucdo to have been the caus 


“ 


Sinkings do in fact appear to be equally strong in 211 three enses, according to 


the Norwegisn Foreign iinister's Speech of the 19th January, the suspicion in 


Norway of pudoing by 2 German U-bont appears however, to bu rongest in the 
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case of the SS 'Deptford,' wheresa in the other two cases it is at least pre- 
tended that the possibility of striking mines has to be taken into account; 
this is considered improbable in the case of the SS 'Deptford', anyhow, because 
other vessels had passed the same spot, 
"The asswaption that the SS 'Thomas \.alton' struck a mine may be supported 
nce the torpedoing occurred towards evening and nothing was observed, and 
furthermore several explosions took place in the same area owing to misse 
by torpedocs, 
'Garoufelia', a denial appears expedient, if only 


L 


concurned, which was attacked without warning. 


Since it was attacked by means of an electric torpedo, no torpedo wake could be 


observed," 
Do you say in the face of that that you did not deceive the neutrals? That 
is the advice you were 


it not? 
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Ae This memorandum did not emanste from me; it emanated from 1 i a, 
which are the letters of a certain expert in the denartment. 
“. You would not have seen it? 
ie I do not recall this memorandum 
why đo you say “emanated from 1 ia? It has "1 a" at the end of it. 
If this memorandum originated and was passed on, then I thourht =- 
Q (Interposinr ) I will just roa the next part of the note to remind yous 


"The followin“ facts have thus been ascertained:" 


=-=- this is whet you are 
writing tc the forci-n office =e 

steamer "Deptford! was sunk by a German 1 
Decembor <=" 

Iam sorry. I should 

"It is sugcested that Norwetian notes rerardine the sinkins of the Steam- 
ships 'Deptford', "Thomas Walton? and 'Garoufaliea' be answered somewhat in 
the followins monners- 

"As a result of the communication from the Norwerian Government, the matter 
of the sinkine of the stearships Deptford’, 'Thomas Jaltont, onc 'Garoufslia! 
has been thorouchly investiratec. The followine facts have thus been ascertain- 

"The steamer 'Deptford' was sunk by a German U-boat on t 
as it was recornized as an armed enemy ship, 


U-boat Commande the sinking lid not take nlace 


but immediately sice The Gorman Naval Fe es have strict 

toà undertake any military operations within neutral territorial waters, 

the U-boat Commander have miscalculated hig 

out by tho findines of the Norworian Authoritigs. and sh 

territcrial waters have boen violated in consequence, the Gorman Government 
resrets this most sincerely. 

"As a result of this incident, the German Naval forces have once erain 
been instructed unconditionally to respect neutral territorial waters. Lif 
violation of Norwerian territorial waters has indeed occurred, there will be no 
repetition of ite As far as the sinkine of the steamships "Thomas “‘nltont ane 


Toby 
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'Goroufaliat is concerned, this cannot be traced to operations by German U-boats, 
as none of them were in the naval area indicated at the time of the sinkincs." 

Then there is a draft reply put forward which is very much alone the 
same linee 

ind you say in the face of that document that the German Navy never misijed 
the neutrals? 

4. The neutrals had been advised that in these areas, threets and danrers 
of war were to be encountered, and we were of the opinion that we were justifiec 
in not tellinz them throuch which war measures these areas were endanreredc, 
or which war measures would be usede 

Qe Is that really your answer to this document? This is a complcte lie, 
is it not? You admit one sinking; that you cannot ret away frome And you deny 
the cthers. You deny that there was a German U-boat anywhere near, anc you are 
telline this Tribunal that you were justified in order to conceal the weapons 
you were usinz. Is that the best answer you can rive? 

ie Yes, certainly. ʻe hac no interest at all in letting the enemy know 
what means we were operating with in this area. 

Q You are admittine that one of them was sunk by a U-boate Why not admit 
the other two as well? Why not say it was the same U-boat? 

I assume that we were concerned in an area in which the situation was 
different. 


U 


Qe What was the difference? «hy dicn't you say, "One of our U-hoats has 


mace a mistake, or Cisobeyed his orders, and is resvonsible for all these three 


sinkines"? Or, alternatively, why didn't you say, " 


fe have riven you fair 
warnine we are roine to sink on sisht anyone in this aren. An? what is your 
complaint?" 

ie It obviously was not expedient. 

Qe It was considered expedient to deceive the neutrals. And you, an 
admiral in the German Navy, told me you did not do that, ten minutes aroe As 
a matter of fact, these three bonts were all sunk by the same U=boat, were 


they not? 


iie At the mcmont I cannot tell you that. 
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Qe I say they were all sunk by U=38, an? the dates of sinkine were: the 
Deptford, on the 13th of December, the Garoufalin on the llth, and the Thomas 
Walton on the 7th, 

Do you dispute that? 

“a. I did not understand the last sentence. 

Do you cdisnute those details, or don't you remember? 
I cannot reenll; but I believe it. is imnossible. 
I will show you another instance of Leceivine the neutrals; anc this 

it was your friends, the Spa “ould you lock at C-105? 

COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, that is a new documents it bec 
It is an extract from the SKL “ar Diary for the 19th of December 1940, 

BY COLONEL PHILLIMOR E: 
You kept the SKL War Diary yourself at thtt time, cid you not? 
I cic not keen ite 
Didn't you sien it? 
I gimed it. 
You sitned ite Did you read it before you sisned it? 
The essential 

t You see, it ded “News from the Neutrals", and borins with "Spain.’ 
It reads: 

"Accordine to a report from the Naval Attache, a Spanish fishin--vessel 
was sunk by a submarine of unknown nationality between Las Palmas and Cape Jueye 
In the resone boats, the crew was subjected to machine pun firce 3 men badly 
woundede Landed at Las Palmas on tho 18th December, Italians suspected ( 
possibility it misht. have been U=37)". 

1 

hen, on the 20th of December, the néxt days 

"BedeUe will be informed of Spanish report rerarcine sinking of Spanish 
fishinv=vessel by submarine of unknown nationality on 16th December between Las 
Palmas and Cape Juey, and will be requested to conduct an investication. 

è 

"On the responsibility of the Naval Var Staff it has been confirmed to our 

Naval Attache in Madrid that, recardine the sinkinr, there is no question of a 


German submarine," 


not, that it mirht 
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been Ue373 isn't that so? 


It seems to me thnt it was xn by a submarine. 


I will read This is uncer date of 21 December. 


"Ue37 reports: a torpedo fired at a tanker of the type hada 
tiro failure, 


mcd probably hit an Amphitrite submarine in the tanker's convoy. 
The tanker is burnt oute 


"Ste Carlos’! without distinruishing 
mark sunk by runfiree 9 


5 


"According to this, U-37 has torneodocd the French tanker 'Rhone' and the 
submarine 'Sfax', as well as suk the Spanish fishing-vessele" 


L : 2393 n 
hen, if you will read the next entry. 


ie shall continue to maintain to the 


outside world that there 


an or Italian submarine beinr in t 


> you still say that you 


3 


This case is doubtless 


remember this 
5 


carried 


as crecitable to 


rivine 


ot, of your note to the 


ual fal k 
NT: Colon 


the sirnature of the defendant 


at the enå of 
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COLONEL PHILLIMORE: My Lord, I regret to say I have not checked that. 
But as the witness has s-id, t practice was that he was to sirn the nar Diary, 
and that the commancersinechief was to sirn it periodically. 
BY COLONEL PHILLIMORE: 
Is that richt, witness? 
Yese On the next pare, on tie 12th, you can see my signature as well 
of Fricke, Schniewin“’?, an2 Raeder, 
SIEMERS (Counsel for Admiral Raeder): Mr. President, I would be very 
to the prosecution if the document which concerns the defendant Raeder 
would be given to me, for it is relatively difficult for me to follow the 
situation otherwise. None of these cocun vas riven to mee 
COLONEL PHILLIMOREs I am extre: ly 
and I will see that Dr. Siemers has a 
Ye will adjourn -t this point until tomorrow morninr, 


Lord, I om afraid I have a little moree 


takne until 1000 hours, Tuesday, 14 





